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(Tnnit37TT, y1^eW-13'TTSn“i1i)<*^)%3lT^'% 


If), ^gn vjfTci 

u i4/i3/2004-:5t^mT^^.-vraf^ mRcpc^ f^o 

(f^ ^ iuRicpi^^ ^ ^rm t) ^ 

3TT^-xr5r fWr m 3W^, ^ ctst ^ 

(f^ ^ ^ t ) ^ ^ ^ ^ 

P i jj| |%cT ^f?f^ ^ ^n^m: xpratraTR, #jcm-i3 ctsjt 

CTK W t) ^ ^ 3TT^ i' t 

wm q? 5nf&cf!T^ (f^ ^ qrfSrcfq^ t) q 

^aTTcf?!^ qr^ qrar qm 5^ jmrq ^ ^ 

TTTqq^ESt ^ Cf5t qrflT, qqr^ qqq ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

d% q^ qqqqr qjq^ qqrf^ q^. ^ ftrqqfer q>q^ ^ ^t?q^ 

inqq^ESt Pmrqcft ^ 5 ( 5 ) ^ arjqnq 17 aiw, 2004 q5t 

3Tf§tq|;qqT gm ^ qrm qrtq q^t I 

fl) 
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ajhr urafil) yi(5i<t>i{) % ^ arimfJid ir aprRm 

) onnxf ^ »?r5t % ^oi^d, aRnsm^ 

^ Rdicp 8 31^, 2005 ^ 3Tf&'{j;tH| gRT 3^% 5n#ra> WET uRuiitfl 
^ I ^FRSPR % ftdjib 7 'pIT^, 2005 ^[RRJW 

5RT ^3^ W W3Hf^ W’fM cmrat I 



ft 

g^r wg ^ wi ir jnf^ra5iit ^ jtrI^ ^- mRu ii hI i 3rflnpHT 
JxITcT ^ ^ ^ ^ gf% Jtf^ 3rtHT^ 

^ xilticpi^l % ■fTRg ir c^ (j^digRHl/nRiPil^ wft 

5 g«ra5i%, ^ ^ggVichi^l Pigidcb), 3fl7 fH 

wgiRigr g;^ gr^ gngmgif g^t f^gjgj 8 3i^, 2005 c^ JiRPlg^ 
hRuih'i g^t iiRif^Rigi 3jk vjg^ 3i^^ fcpgr fcp % jn#ig5 
■mRuIhI 3rf§RJtHT 40 ^ 1^tg7 3M-3M ftgR feifi^g 

jRgg gR$ 1 

' ^ f%^jrf?TcF^ ^ Gfi^ ^ ^ ^tr ^ 

5R^|cicfl 5I?f^ ^ cfT^ 3fk mRuiihI c^ ^ 

^ t - 
Ao 

Ao cTtcF^ 

Ao dicH^^H ^3\AA\ 

4o vjH>iel cpjjftcm ^ 

4o ^.c^. f^o mA 3Traracb yr^xiy ^ <^i\i}\ 

amndcbl ^r^rr A ^ ^ 

A ^Pr^-3TT^ yr^Tl>i/fi^l^|i|i ^ cf^ f- 


^) 4o errcp#Fr if^u\ mo f^o 


^ ^ uRiPifSpt^ A A\ c^ ciK 

t mfe^cpT^ mm f^ci^ ^ fc^ w t I 







[HFTI— 


MRTT TSRT 


3 


iv) ^3Tm cf)^ vjfm-MRuii4)' c^ we^rR ^ ^ 

ftarPruit ^ ^ ^rrf^ w 

^fNNj ^ ^ ^3Tm ^r yrtw ^ t i 

V) % fcrf^ I^RT 5Rgcf 3lfi 3Rr ^ 

^5fcfn^ ^ ^ fcT^ 'T^ ^arorf^ c^ ^ 

vi) ^tf^TWT c^ fcrfip^ q^Tcm^ cj^ ftmprjyj i;fRf^[ci? ^rm- 

mRuihI ^ TfTT ^ ^ ^ sft, ^ ^ 

hRiJii*! ^ TTzn-1 I 

vii) 27 3T^. 2005 ^ >i-ii4vjiPich ^ f^RT^ 

^^cb qarcbnf c^t srq^-srq^ tttr^ cm 3 Tcrr fen nnr I 

^nfesffeb '^^mi ^ narnn^ ^ fe^ nlR^cb Rfe[^ n>t I^Rga 

^ cm ?g vjc^o fem TOT ^ wn c^ jH^lvji’^isJ’ \j% Rcbi4 ^ 

fW TOT t I 

viii) mfem^t fernn 22 2005 n>t Tfift n3^TO^ ncn^ 

femn-TO ^ fe? mfemit ferr^T^ 3im?TO> nwfi n^T 

^gfer fern TOT 3fR nrfemit m^r errom ^ ^ iR^nfe? 

gror ^ nt afR to^t TO)TO fe^^r-TO n7 n^fam^l ci>lr fenfen 
feft I ^ Mchci^, Rciyui-TO n7 cbqci tl^c^ vjdW a^ 

ferfer^ ^ ^ ferferr ^ amnt f I ar^ 

feqfeff vjTFf TO? cT TO?T 7^, ^7 Mlfemit ^TT ^ a^rm-nR^TOft A feaTR 

A' 

ffen TOT t I 

ix) nrfemit % n^gcT 3TT^ ^ to^t ^ ftfen ^m^ ^ fer4fen 
mart n?t n?t ^ I ajfpfam^ aift ^h 41 few ^ "fer^Vn i^taft ^ sTsrarr 
fe^f ^-cwch nsram^ m^r 3rfeTfeT a^ ttt^-tttst nfetln 3 tott n7 

fern TOT t, ferfer tott tot t i ^ arfejapn ^ **** n7 

cZTTO ajTTTO?r^t znfemamrf m^r ferfer 3 tot 7 n7 nfer a^nron^ t 

nrfern^ % ^ n7 to^t fewrarcft a^ TOcT fearR ffen t i 





[ HTH 1 ] 




5 


^ cf5^ ^ Tjcf? 3nw ^ wft Tirf^ affi ^3^#^ 

t % M l l^chl ' jl ’EnflTJ 8JT f?P ^'^IR ^ RTW^ ^ 

3T?m-3icm ^ ^=ifr% 5 ^ ^ ;i?^tcf> i> ^trr, R^jidcji, 
arraracR, ?i«rT yy'lcHii arenr-arcFT ^ ^tcfj^ f, 3iw: xjcfj ^ 

ftcTT ^ ^ ITTOT ^ 3T^ qsjcpi^ ^ Wsfe +l 6 i)Vl ^ cWl'f^ ^ 

?T82fr ^ 1^3^ cTcFi t ft? ^Rf^RT ?iWcp ^ 

cpq-f fcf>;j ^ Hc^cp RfTJpT ^ ^ 3)iqm 3Ttcf5% 3TcTB-3TRB R*!! 

aTf% awciT jmrcrt mcr ^ t I 

Sint ■JIf ^ Bcfo t % ^ 4? WM wi +41chK g5t t 

^llRd w '('HliH 3TRg-3TRg f yrt% BRB? 5rf?ReiN^ 
f I 3m: ■JT? Mlf?lcbl^ ^ t 3mm-3TcT>T 

RRf 31TW tTlft5 BRB, «# ?T 8 Tr cpROTTcW ^ ijm 

^BTsfe ^ ftmr wr I 

8. t w gji ^ w ^ f%3Rfr ^ 

trf^mRR anw iraW ^ t 3jk q«iT vjggtgvrrsrt ^ 

^raq if cmg5f •bbhbi t l 3m: ^ ggj Rqrqtftq ^ 3mpT- 
3 mpT fcR^goT gq ^rgg 3r?PT-3mm 'swiqf g5t 3r?PT-3mFT Rtg gR^ g5t 
ggfR xrgj wrrm grm gRm 3Tifacrgr 3riSig5 gejtf^ tfi I 3TFf g? 

t % ^ ’ft ggiFRT f jnf&gg^t % 3r^ ggn^ 

g5t xfgj ^ 3Trg g5t ^ I 

g.3 jtif&JBT^t SRI utra 

♦ 

9. jnf^Tcm^ ^ cf^ t ^ ?ft wm ^ ^ ^ ^ Pi^Hiticft ^ 

Tjcfj uTTcf ^ ^ ^ '^N ^ chY^ ♦i’ll^ ^ I 

3r^-3r^ ^ 3r^-3T^ f^'d?T ^c^iier wu^ f ^fhr 

^ ^ PitjWui 3r^-3T^ vswcJf ^ ^ ^ v^^tiiRb 

^ ^ fen %. mR ^ ^ ^ 

#fef ^ ^ ^ 5fferET nft t I 

10. nrfefn^ otY ^ ^ ^ % fe ^ ^ feeiRi^fN ^idife 

3T^ t effen v3^Vi ^ ^rmr^ 

fmpT t I ^ ^ ^fer ^ Vi din t ^ 

^c | Ri^W l ^^fen^ ^ ^ ^ ftfeiW t I 3 rt: ^ ^ 

^£T ^ ^ 3i'j^cT nfer ^ ^ ^Jt'm fRnr 
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^ ^ ^ ^ w ^ Njdt^ ^ ^ ^ \3^r^c^i ^ 

^rrft^ 3T2RT ^irPf^ ^ cf^ # ^ t i ?nft 

%ZTT ^ 'Hchcll t ^ ^aT^?ft3rr|v{d ^ IT^ ^dV^I ^ f^Tf% f^ltrff^ ^ 
^ ^ ^ q-RuTTH 5fTf§m^ ]gRr ^fejT ^ I 

^ ^ ^ JT^^TfxTFT cFW t ^RT^ ^ 3F?I 

> 3 ?qT^ ^ ^ cfr vicRicii ^ cf 5 ? t ^ wrrft ^ ^ t I 

% Cfcf^ fen t fe ^ ^ vScMf^R ^ 31^ # ^ f 

#? 3TrqTcft ^ WRT ^ fc^ t I 

^.2 HlfepT^ 5R[ viTO 

15. ^ fe? 3Tfen-n^ 4o xpf3fr^3Tfej^, ^ cfRR W nl 

(^T^jwitTl'i ^ ^er 4 3 Fn fefefer 4o fer? ^feir feo, 4 o 
arfettanf feo afhr 4o *i>Jcf^R feo t l ^ ?fe ferr 

w t % ^ cfr ^ ^ nifer ^rmicfi ^ cf^M ^ ^tcrt^ 

cf^ cnrq^ ^ ^ fen t 3 t^ ^ ^ arPTRr^ ^ 4 

f I jnfem^ ^ ^ cFRferf ^ ^ w ^ 3Tq^ srq^ mm, 
WTRn, fe^ ?T^ nicT ^ 3TRTcff ^ ^£T ^ aTTR^W 

SR^cT Cf5? $ 3fhr ^3^ 3TT^ c^ ^ 3 T 8 RT fetOf ^ 

^ I ^ wrw cfn feJter cf^ 4o an^^nf feo ^ I5tw^ ^ 
■vjcMRchl ^ c^ yr^Tiv nra ^ fan I 

16. ##?ftaT[^i;feRT cT^TT am ^feft :gNr ^?fferR arrw artn^ ^ f 

% ^ n^fert ^ ^ afe^ ^ ^fe[ ^ wrfe nn w?^ armicT %nT 11 
^ nc5 ^fen nn ^fer t. 4o feR xjffefexrn ^ntfer 

t f^fen w annft f^feWi ^gfenafr ^ mm ^ trt^ 
nr^ nn njej ^a^cRT^ ct^tt feifen t ! 1%g, ^ fefeferaft ^ 
^n<^i’<l fR afk WR\ antnn-R^ ^ amr ft^er ^ ^er ^ 

^ \5rm ^ nm ^ ^ nrfenr^ ar^r ^ x^ feti? nn ^ 
^3cqRn>r ^ c^ rc^tr ^ ferr i anr: nrfenr^ ^ 1^r^ fen 

^ am ^Ej^ a'^fi^cF) n5t arR ^ ^ ^ nn cntf areJem feter fan t 

afk vij-icf? anqmn> ^ fij ^ feferfe nRR ^ ar^xiicj 4.1 

(i) ^ arf^ X 5 ^ ^ nm^ ^ mfer ^ ^ afen nra 
nR^ $ ! 

17. nF 3n^^ W 3n^f^ Rnn^ nn w ng-^cnR f^ferfnr t I nrfenr^t 
nte nRm t fe ftnRT^ ar^-ar^ ^enfe ^ ^fer ^ nrfemcFRTt 




8 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; EXTRAORDINARY 


^ARTI—Sec. 1 




1 




3TTt^W) ^ 3T^ TfluT 3mrr?[ 3Tt^ ^ aTJ^ 

^ 3T^-3T^ wrr^ ^ ^ir^TTcT #p(T 3fflrcp 


?!«n ^13ITJ -rrq 




I 


5 irem^ % sM-aM hhPtcp ^-mRuiih ^mtRT cct 5rcf>e=f-tT?TrRT 
if ^ ^ ftfipn tifgaft c^ iR 3n%-3rtri 

gff 3n%-3n% ftwfr cRt ifg^Rn t aik w?t ?Tcf5 

^ ?raiT 5^ traif cifr fiRra ^t fen wrar t- 
ftra> gsn 3RI f'eqm tj«raiR 
Tgit cTsiT 3RI % n? nnf fen t 

) 3rfe;g> ^jsftn arafcr xrnafkffanlw ^ nm arpr atin^kl ^ 
^ t amnf ■'HTHr*^ nrn wn hiRm ^ ^ 


[*CI 







[ 1 ] 
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??T ____ 

^er A % f^R# wj;^ ^ wct 

cF>T viedU"^ fHT t, 

• ^ ^ 1^ w ^ ^ ^ 

5Rfr^5FTT^ fcT^ 3ft^ 3TW^ ^ ^ ^cTRn ^ 

fuRT^t '^<}lcb'R 5Tf^ ^if^’T ?r2TT ST^fcicpI'^l 

^llRd ^; 

• ^ 2004 cT^ c?^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3T^^Tf&cf7 c^ 

^Ru | )^>^q^;S q T'fTTJpft ^ cfT^cft ^ RrT^ ^ t ^ 

4 ^ RiRHldi^rt ^ ^^tcrt smrR ^ Frf^ 

vjd i ^ q# ^ wra ^ gttr ^ ^ ^ ^<Qm 

3ntiT g3TT t 3fR fcR^-cJlrft aFTcTT^'t ^ t^fqricf^cp^TJT ?r^ 
cZIFft vi^Kchl C^ v3c^l<i 4 RrR^ ^ clolTT^ A ^ 

^ t t ^ ^^rnHt c^ ^ ^ ^ firr t 3fR 

^ 4 ■^^TRT ^ fcF)'^ ^ 3TTcR^rcJxTT t"; 

• fc^r ■vjT^t Wcf 3Tcrf& cfri T^ cfteT^ ^ ^MT ^ 5pRf 

^ ^ MRt ^ ?reTT ^ ^ 

% f^RT^ Ri*i!^ ^ ^iiRid 1%^ ^ i 

t 1% ^d4i cfR^ ^ fcpRft 'jft '^efrn' ^ ^JTcRRrft^ ^ 

^ cf^ ^iriRrd ^ w ^?T^; 

• ^ c|ft ^ ^ 

;r^ 3rr^ ^ ^ M^^kmr ^jrf^ 13fR ^rt 4 ^ y^ye-^T 

v5qd^ cfRRJT yiRfT t I 3TcT: ^4qd ^ Rt^TT^ ^ RT^ t; 

IJ.2 ^Rci ^3iiRT ^ Rr^ 

22. ^ ^TKRr^ yji'm-MRuir^ Rrt^ ^ t 

• ^RcJ^ v:}0^!<"T ^ ^ t «rf^ 5PPTr 

3iR«}f?RT gj? fen t 3ik ^3#^ ^ "hirt ^ fferr t 3^ 

n«icf5T^ ^ ^ t fe ^ 'Tjfer w ^ 

^ R?I 

• fe ^ ^ ^ afeSr cF^ ?nfeT cfi^ afk srf?r afe^r ^ ^et t, 

^ iFsjtffei 11^ 'Sfra afeSt ^) ^ fe^n^ 

cT^ (fenr n^) ^ ^ ^ ^ afk ^ffefer ^ jrrfenrfeit 

afep ^raifenR 4 amrar ami; 

• fe fetWr ^ ^ ^ ^ 11^ ^ ^ 
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fijm ^ 3ft? Mlf&chl^t ^ ^ ^ ^ 'Md^dl t ^ 3N^ W 
n3tt^ 3mn? ^ ^ ^ \ srrter^ srnt ^ ^ ^ 

t % 5nf&^m^t ^ ^?itn ^ ^ ^ 

tc^ w t I 3iT^^ t. 3 t?t: >5^ 

vid^idd ^ ?r^ wm?t ^ f;?%? w t 

3ft? ^ ^ ^ Tm\ % 3ft? xr^'^t wd*^ ^ ?m ^ 

3TtWt ^ ?n^ ^ 'H^Rld ?>q ^ vJTT^ 

w t I 3m: i?r 4 ^ “a>T ^ wn w t i 

26. ^ 3mf^ ^ ^ 3ft? ^ 3Tgf^ cf^ 1^ t, ^ ^f^?^Tr t 

% wNT 3mf& ?^t?rT 3T2mT ^eh3? ^ 'W ^ ?^, 

^ 3nw^!w ^ t I 3im 1^ ^ ?m ^ 3rjm? ^^rcR-3!cnT 
?rcf5?ft t I 3m: ^cf^'fRm ^3nxT 3raf& w ^ ^3nxr-3mf& 3itHpn 

^ ^ I WT?? ^ 3Tt^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ?^ t. 3m: 

?r8TT?tH^ ^reffflm ?m5ft % i 

27. Mi'^f^cio’ ^5rixT-MRuinfi ^ ^cHT 4 v3^ ^ 3fm>^ ^ nRq^d 

^ ?mer 4 ^ ^ ^ 4 yif^cbi^t ^ t 

Mwf^cb ^3nxT-irf^nrm ^ cpifcnm ?miTPm srtcfj^ 3^t? d>fcTTO 

3TicFj^/urPTcp5T^ ^ fc|?<^qui ^ 3fmR ^ W^t ^ ^ 

?rpr^/?R^iFm 3T8mT ^ yfsh^n ^ ?^ 

^^im- ^ ?rRm ^ M^xim ?mnft?T 3Ttcfj^ q? 3TmTRcT ^ f 13m: 

?5Tcf>T^ ^ ^Tcpf ^ ?^tcF>nJ ^ WIT W % I 
'iTCT hiRh ^in Rti5xwi 

^.1 ;gcqm: ^^tH4’13 

28. 5TTf&cf5T^t WdT % 'ftj ?t^ ^ c^cjcl ^ P|qiacr>t 3T8lt?T ^0 

M^cKf l ^ Tm^t, 3ft? Ao dicKfl'H vif1k|H41^^^, wHt % # ??T 

^ ^r 3R^-3m^ Mi^dNctt MC'^Ti? WR t I 6lclif^ ^ ^3dim ^ 
?F5fim miAi ^ ^ ^ ??T t ^ ?m 

^ fc^ ^ Pi^tdcb’ ^ ^ ne^rT? 5nm ^ fan t I 

v5T.1.1 4o H^crJlxi s^*^f 

29. ^0 ^l^cKft ?! M^5Rm % ^ ^ ^ ?rw ^ 

^ wmr ^ 6^t#it 3T2mT 13 ^ ?rq=T A ■& 3 ft? '^^ 
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PTr^rlv! IR t I ^ ^feft ^ 4 chfclM^ 

^ T^pft ^ I mf^Tci^ ^ Tjtc^ un^ ^ ^ 

^ 3ftcf>;^ cf)r ft>?lT ^fk ^ 3TT£rR 

^ Rqtf fM^fRTl' 

5rr^r^ ^ t % ^ pRrfw ^?qK 6 iWt# ^ t 

37i? ^ Ek^ eTMR ^yjT elMW ^ t ! fclfM^d 

13 ^ iRm t 3fk f-'^r 3cMlcJchr ^ TfFRT ^ WT # I 
3TU: 6 ifrtt# ^ f^(.w ^ W’^ gFRTT # 3fR 6 #ft# ^ 

3TT^ ^ kRrf?rcR ^ ^ WIT^ ^ kRrfw ^ 

3T^kjpTr4 >l^chw cfH t I 


^ ufm ^ jrifr^-TRj 'to ^ RI >>^1 cf^t ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^T W t fuRf^r ^ C3?JTcr ^ fcFTirT w ^ I 

3Tcr& c^ ^ cfMt % f^^Rfkr ^ **** ofk 

^ ^ ^ FTT^ ^ 3Tkp>% ^ w ^ t- 

afkTcr 

cfTt^xf >3Tq.’xgT. 


^ ?cR 


1.154 


<iM4t *** 


wift ’irar ^ t 3ik ^ ^mRj ^jc^i ^ f^Eit^or ^ 
5ra1'ji”'f 4 RfitftfSr cR gypT cp^ f l gpf f i 

^ ^ ^ ^ "55^ "3^ ^ f I 3m: 

Fralcm % #M g^t^m ^ siflrcR mm^YoR ■<m ^ smMir ^ 

flcifj ^ fib'll t chKonMici cYhm cR f%£if^ f^RT w i viM-jicm 
mmrifYimf cYt M'Sdief c^t ^ 3jt^ wHtir mRcj^^ ^ ^rej ij mfYfi 
3jhm ^FfmYsFT cYt *** 3m.;5r. fcbm. ts^ft t i :jm ^ 

Rmif^ sfrfe^'Rt gRi m^nlYcr ^smm^ cmm er wnm sirr 







[ HPT I— 7 sP^ I ] 


HRcf ^ 


13 


^ 370!#^ ^ I 80% ^ '»ft 37^5 i?raT 73?qT^ WRT ^ 

Cf^ clot^T^ tR- ^ ir^ 3Rf: ^fpjof cf^ WTFJI ^ f%EjknT ^ 

qzrKjRTsJ ?nftcf fcfnn w t l f^riKitftq ^?qT^ gq ■tiihm ijcg 

Rrffbill ^ 3TrETR tR PlHij^HK qftlpf^rl feUT W t'. 



^chi4 cr^*ia 

3nT.af./ft5gi. 

ftan. 

aaig^vjig 

3Ta.af./%!n. 

f%gR 5g>T4 
g5tag 

3nT.af./f^. 






^ 7^- 5fR 


*** 

*** 

♦ ♦♦ 


♦ *5|S 

*** 

*** 

Ncsioie 


ije^iesie 


3) f^gtg t»>lH 8 


34. 3tm 3Tc[f& 5^ pRrfggj ^ »tRg g^ ^ag^ giR gg **** 4>.eg gg 

fggfa fegr i aRg g^ 1%gtg g^tagf qr ftygr ggr 3jk f%gf?i 

g^tgcfl g^ gg^ ftg^ ^ 37^w>r 3rTR^?ftg iw, shtr 

grsT c^ wr 4 ggiglf«id w t l gg^aR f^gn f^g^g ^tgg gft 
wgr RHijgK gft g^ t^- 


arar (ft-aiT.) 

*9iS9iS9iS 

^RFTR liRT 3Rf.;SI. 


cfafl-gg 3Ta.gT. 

*3|53|55|£ 

f%gR cgjftTFT 3Ta.'SI, 

9|(9|(9|(^ 

3Tg#?!frg w 3Ta.gT. 


fgf^q 3RT.75T. 




^ ^ 3TTT.^. 


3RT.gT./|c|5TrT. 



g) qreg arf^ 

35. qrgg grf^ ^ f^rakg ^ jRfrgRRj, fa scpr ggR^rgrag aiHi-g 

jjgg gag f^ratg gWf g5t ^Rar saw ^ ^ q? gft at t I 










THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


^^^RT 1 —Sec. 1 ] 







3nT.^./ft>?JT. 

♦♦♦♦ 








♦♦♦♦ 


26 . 82 % 


[i>^ 


OT% we?T-q?^tEr ^ f5|#m ^ 

^ ^ t I 3EI: f%£lk®I ^ ^ '5n^ 11 

dio^ wnHl 

5#?T ^ ^ ^ ^ ^3^ 3««rt3 13 

^ ^ ^ lit sPHT ^ % I Prata^ ^ 

jT P i ^JHNo ft ^ 3pr^ 'hi*im ^ f^ratw ^ ^ 

^ ^iw Y’^’cRn (^<41 I ^ 

ft> ^ 3jra?w ^ t 55IW ^ ^?»nn^ jrf^ »t ^ ^ 
#TO ^ 'R ^ ^ 3ft7 Hlltl<Pl^l ^ ^ 3im^ t 

l^q Rtt ft n »t w wr ?ifw4l 

m3Jf IT? ^ 3lf^ ^ 351 f^rat^ ^ V5IR ft> 331 fll^ 37 

ftftjjfr 35T ^ 35 3t^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

i3T 331 I 57T 333 HlI£l35I^t 333 3537 ^ 3r5^3 2.2.1 35T 63lc1il 
fuRJ^ 35 MI33R # f^‘Pl3td3> ^ ^ 3^ 31317 71313 3^33 3tt 

3f 3W3I yfil 5351^ 331133 ^1133 (Pl3t(^d 113 HRq^4l3 ) 3(31 
ftstt 1{3 3131=3 dHIcit % 353 35t33t 37 #fR ^?ft 3>t f%fsP3t 
^ 33713 3n3R 3tt 7331=3 3^531 A ^JirPtcf 3# 3131 linil 3tt7 

1331=3 ijc3 ^ Pl3t7«l 73p1ct 3^ ft53T 1531?...J^ 

^ 1333 357R Tqie 3333 t, 313: 171 Pl3td<3 ^ 33t, ^Rd'fi'ld 3# 
73 ft, 171 P l 3td 35 ^ 3173 35t flf UTl^ f^ratdt ^ 7TTO ^ 1533^ 
7 35 ^ I 335737 . 171 Pl3td35 35t 33 R 135 7153t335Rt 3131 331 t I 

^ ^je^: di«K^’H vJ1s*t41s^ 


'intii 


73131 Pl3td 35 ^ Rl3t335 t71/«l3 ^ 7331=3 ijc3 ^ RwtTin 

715313 3# t^. 313= ^ ^ ^ 





[Mml—TSRg I] 


MRcT 


15 


6.8 ^ 3f5^ viHd<£) ^TMir ^ STWR ^ ^ t I f?T 

^ sratviMi^ c^ ciifDif^ch ^n^art ^ ^ 

’J??! JfJt 5^ Plijidcb ^ ^ ^,WT '^cbK CR w 

t I Piijldch ^ f?T g5t^ ^ ^T^rratcipT ^ ^ ^ t .aik 
^yflfcnj ^ '*TH fkm vjrmT t % ^ gfkcr cpr?3ptft?t ^ tr ^ t I 
41'i<Hi-i3 ^ ^ l^rak^ **** am.^. ;i1% %Tn. i> 

^ JR?rR t I 

'or) ftjrfci 5!^Na: cinkm N»tlij*<<nijxi 

39. oTra%?r 'rfiTfr^kr % ^ a?^ ^ itrct ck **** aT.;5r./ft>?TT. cffr 

afkcT ^ftanfiTf’ ^ **** ^ f^ratcT ftjin i itttct ck 

^antw ct’lHd'l ^ fcfnrr ^ t ar^T; ara^^fk crejT •»n%, tt^rr, 
jprkf cT«JT ch*il!^M ^ kfifsi if ^TJTrakpfr ck chK-anHid 
^f5k?T ^ p|£lk“l ^ if ^ ^3tFTT t I 

40. 5l1^ fcf 1#?I eTPIcr **** ^ ftjTTT. t6# t I ^ ara1?r ^ #?PI 

1 ^ = 1.154 ani.^. ^ afkm ftkm ^ ^ ^ wro **** 

aPT.^. 5rf?r ’ft.3=T( **** aPI.^/f^.) tcRff 11 

41. p|i|fd<t> SRT ^JTRTPT -^11 »TRcT ^ ^ mif 

Rf^iif 'R 4 lHiR>d ^ ♦♦♦♦o/p (^tftrrqjan^ + 107,.) ^ l 3 PT: 

!jf% ftJTTT. ^tPT cTnm ♦♦** aPT.^./%in. t I 

42. ?ll<j,f^cb ^ •W ^ 7Tg Pmldcb ITR^ ^ ^ f^Rrf?T 

'R ^PR (di<f'd)5f^ ck **** 0 /^ ^ cIPfkFT ^ ^^IdM cfR^TT t I 

% ^TRim ^ iTRd cF>r %1T ■'FI ai^-ai^ ^R WPR ck 
ipj diwf^cb gpfr?R ^ iFrag if apiir ^ ari^ ^3^ f l apT: itr^t 
cF>r Piiiffcid w ^ fejT. ch'fliJH **** api.;5r./f^. ten tl 

r* 

43. fctRff iff ■dHiiifvid ck kir ^ jnikPTT^ crerr f^rafcT if ^ apR 

^ w ^ I dM^ldd ^ amiR ^ ijwaikarR ^ ^pfg if di'flcw Piijfdcb 
^ 1%^ f^raf?! cfW PiHi^'dK tsdf t:- 


afkRi ^aiT^w 
cffk^T 

gpfkPT 

^I'^l 



yfci RhiJi. 

hRi fifrsrr. 

hRi ft>iii. 

hRi fifvsrt. 

hRi f^m. 


♦ ♦♦♦ 

♦ ♦♦♦ 


♦ ♦♦♦ • 
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47. PiiiHid'cfl srjfTR wwrft c^ SrjfTR ^fHt 

cTT?^ ^r *rr^ ^ TrafrfrRT ^ c^ ^sr ^5?wf ctfiti c^ 

arraR tr f^rafftcr ’jri cr 1^i#ri **** 3p?.^./f^. fcpin 

w t I 

48. srifiJ^'i'^l % #=ft ^TT^ ^ fcK arroiRli ^ R>ft tM c(ft 

afrarT f^rata g^taa cff| war cff| t ttrct c^ 
f^pqfcT cf5h?r cPT PratRT RT ^ afr **** aPT.Rr,/^.^ t I 
T?t aacfif^a afr ^anf^^ c^Tacr '•ft t, ^r rprsi cT«ft 

^ arraR tr ^ **** apT.^r./fem tr aftrftaftftr qf^ciBa, *rT?i, 
#Tr fRTT chdft'^H cR RauftapT fpiT t afR, 5 ^ # Pujldchl ^ 

aPFTgftpT Cfft ^vaft ^ ftRR ft Rpn aai t l a^ffTR, . cbR<SlHMId 

RR^fftRd fftqftr ciftaa cpT fftqfRT **** ap7.Rr./1ft>.TTT. TR ftpar am 


49. cPK'aMPId 'HHM ^ aft fcPTT SIRR eft R?ft RR W ^ JPPR 
aPRapTPm fftaftr a^ftm ft aft t fft^ft fftr area arffta aa fft#RT 
fftjai RT Reft aft ftftft tTTfft^ ^ft Rft fftataaft ^ft ftatj ft **** 
aPT.RT./feTP. (36.86%) t I 

R.2 Rdiia: tpraftaTR 

50. ipfStaaft fta aRcP t fcp ircrtfcp fta^ w aa aspaftSm araa ^Jjfttfta 

ftR, ft^cKi RRP aprftaa afta ftta apT.Tnp. ft ^ t ftfipa ^ftftfta ftR 
ftaR tjcp Pialdch ararfa fto diafta ijaftt, ftf^RPr ft ir aana ft ftaa 
ft PRTTaeft aa pp^r a^fa fftar t i ^ Rana ft ftaa ft 3 pr ftftr aigta 
Rgaa rpr aprftaR rri fta ara.aR. ft fftftt ftt Pialdcp ft aft't ft 
JTPpR PPR aft f ap t I 

R. 2.1 fto diaft-H Tjaft, ftf^raa 

51. ftRTfft ipfftaaft ft ptftftcp RiR ftftarft ft ftta fftar aar t, fto RtaftR 

aaft, tfftjRR ft ftacT wara RRna arftR aaaftaTR ft ftaq ft appp 
SRaraft ydjdy aft aRiar t i RtaftR aaft apftffta paaftftR ft am ft 
aaftarftftpT paaftarR aa Rarraa rri fftaft aRP t aft 

fftpREfta Rppa ft aRaa t aftr ffttftR rppt Rppa ft ftfti ft fttf giir 
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PraW ^ Thw ^'^arfaiR gf^ »n% ajkcr forger cPK<dHH i d Ptgftr g>Pfcf 
^ Prat^ gf «ft ! ufig 3igf& c^ groi ^ ftsg gg 

PnM ^ giRg #jrt ^an^w **** aw'gr./fijgg. ^ i 

55. gRg g>r Prgtg #3#jg> Tjftggj w g*\'a f- 3v«. ;Mg^?fig gen 
■^5^ gi%, 4) Hi gejT jrgi^ gsg ggftijH ^ ggtj <r wigp?^ g>( 
g5tgg ^ ger fljgr ^ngr t Ptgci tn i ^aM i Hd Prg^g g5^g ^ Prakg 

^ wi> I 

56. Jt% jft.gg ^ grsr wgg ’*'•♦♦ ^ jifrr l^gn. Igjft % | vgg 3igi?r ^ ^Igg 
1 ^ -1.164 3fg.gr. aftgg ftf^gg g? ^ flrgg ^ gig; eggg **♦♦ 
3ig.gr. 51% 4t.gg( **** 3tg.gi/fc>m.) ^ t | 

57 . ig Pfirfggj sri ^ggig %5g gg 4Pg iftPtgg grar ^ ^ gjeft %j|%. 

w 4)ii%>ci ^ ^ ****% (^ggistR ^ + io%) ^ I 3ig: 

g% f^. 4 %t ongg 3ig.gr./%gr. ta^ t I 

58. gRg g^f Ptgt%g iSg^ gicr g>t 5i% ftmi. i^tan^ggr gftgg ^ ♦*♦% ^ 
g^^gjjftgg *** arg.gr./f^. tsfft t I 

59. gi'li ^ ggrgpjR gR% ^ gi^ aetr %g% ^H^g iSt -g5f^ sig? giif 
grai ggr I 

60.. gg^tgg ^ ansiR g^ ggail^jiR ^ ggEi gg^rgg ftgfgg? feig %gcf 
PihIci g?tgg %Hi^gK tgrft t:- 


aftgg #3g^g> 
g>Pfg 


’TT^r 

4Pn 

PTcIcI 

^rWMMId 

jfPr %5gT. 

Rfcl fern. 

yfcl 

yfcl 

5J% %>gi. 


**** 

**** 

*♦** 

- —— 

**** 


- ' '■■ ■' I « -■ 

g) gnpi in%R: grig^nr ipril (ggng ggaffan?) 

61 . gg Prgfggr sri %Rft 3pg gg i g1v>iH gg grgr g^ ftgi t aieigr 


'Jgg^t ^ t 3ig: ggef^g gsgt angR gg fg ggiR 

ggT'MHMid gigpg ij^g ^ g^pg airgR ^ gg gigg ^ %fg 

^fiaMiHd Prg% g^ % ^ g^ t 3ik grgg gjf^ g^t gggr Pmtg 
^5lgw ^ ♦♦♦* am.gr./f^.gr. gg srerfg 24.4% tgrft t l 







[WII—I] 




21 


■^'JJ'HI'i, cfjRJJTiTFRT ^ ^ 1^|cr^ f^POtcT ^ f%gt^ ♦♦♦♦ 

•3Tif.^,/%.Tn. ^ ’mr t I 

68. 'cf5TO3Frr'T?r ■HHM iJ^JT c^ ffRT 5^ !TcI>R f^[Elt% 'HHM ^ ^ mH 
srrqR ^ ^ ^ t afk '8^<w 3r8^tcF>T ■7n^^ Piiiid-*) ^ ^ttwEr 
^ ^iHSid cpr Piyf-iui **** 3TTf.:sr./%.TiT. ^ f^rat% ^ m 

t I 

{5.2.4 ^ ^ Rjjidch 

69. SnRjcfJpft vff^ c[r??TT t % ’ft PlEjId^/vidJId* ft fftyiRd 

SR’rracft eft eft ft gft^ ift jfrgrR arsraT yimsift 

JTcir-T ’Tftf efft t arSTcTT ftt’T ^ fft’ftelefft eft ’k-WT^ 3{sft!I^WT efft 

enw epr ’iftf fftvZIT t I 31cTi MTf^TeFjrft fftoftr ftelT t fft> ftftr 

eft fftjftt ift Plilldeb .ft mfftcmft efft ’iftf t ejl'dlfft> 

fftWeToft eft ?T?eT 'SIWT fftfleT t I ^qft'eW p|i|8|e|(ftl eft afg^-II eft ft?T 8 

ft Ef? ^5^£i t fft) ft7-6n«TR aisftjj-^^eTT enk eft fftgftrgft eft ft 

W’TP^ ’JcET efrr ffttlktiT ^eCt'Kd erPTef eWT ’TReT #lcT fftjftt ^H^lrfd ftkk 
ft?r ft RdKiftk ^?qT^ eft ftftg ft usftkRr efm eft ansTR ’r fftjErr ^ weir 
ft I 5^^ trar^ ft ^ t fft> wi(?iehi^l eftt m d^jetd 

fft'innelcft eft 3f5W£I-II eft 7 eft 3Tg^ WTT^ eft Ryjyu| eft fftpj 

’TReT efiT d^ldd efkk ft?I eft ft -cii)-! eny^ ^ ’TFk efkk ft?I 

efft 3Tfft^f}f%Rr ef57 ftft I jnRjefirft ef5^ ft fft> ftk eft fcf;^ ’ft 
Rraftm? efft 3TR ft efft^ fft^ t ftk fftjftt d^Rfd ftklft ft?I eft 

efifd eft fftjftl ift ^-c^cp qSiepK gRT efft^ qitflRep TTFlft 'fftt ^ 

’FT f I 31eT: arfftgTfft ft eft dIHI-U ’Jc^I efft ’RHT ^sftffteT ^ eft WI 
ftftr efft arj’flfft'd ^3cqicR ctftct eft anqR f? gft t i ^c'rR’T cTFTF ept 
3T-3FrR cRTlft eft fftnj 'delld’f d4d^ dMefilft eft STTOR eR ef5^ JTTR efft 

ftdftt^if efftFcT efSTT ftftfftn RFTcT fft^efRT ’RIT t I .ftftT 

eft TPft RifSdefft' eft ftftg ft ftFeiftaTR eft qRchRld ■dlHM ’pS? epT arftfftF 
ffttftRT **** m^./fcg.Tn. fefRTT t I 

70. fJTffteffrrft ft ftk W’T.’M. ft Ffft efT^ arRIlftf eft ft ^ ^oTftftT ftTft 
efft ’flfftr ftkfF fft^ efftTRT efft TRPn efft f cTTfft> ’TRF eft fftg ftf3)l|l>'45 
fkfrfeT eftftfef efTf 1ft#Rf ejn ^ fttfeft **** 3TF.^./fft>.TIT. teSeft t I 

JfcfJR STTcfftcRT fft^ cftkeT fttfftj ft^3(l4ff4> fft^ ^fftHef ftt t, ft fJcf 








[ ^ I ] 
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W) ^TOTRl ^ 

74. ^ ^ ^ 'H i H i ^ ^ ^ P i t)?y» i cmw ^ ^ 

ftg5t ^ ^ »Ti% afNTer ^ ^ ^r ftnir w 11 ^ ft f 

3jk WTFir ^ ^ ftqkBr ^ fcHT g5it?5t irrar ^ ^ t i 

d<^^'HI'<, ■HIHI'^l ^ 1 ^ = 1.154 3FT.^. ^ 3?hEr5T ^ ^ 

^ eiFRT **** am.^. j# ’ft.55T( ♦**♦ anr.^/ftnrr.) tsHt 

11 (^f^i)i('y'iliJ1ii ^ ^ 15^ 3nEiR^^ t aft? 

f?T P|ij5cl<t> % MRtIg'l elFRT c^ WT ^T ■HHlijluH ^ ^ t ^ 

afr?Rr anOT7 m **** jifit tswr t #fnf^ ^ 

M-^dM ^ ^ t aik f?T 5?^ PitlIRd ^ ^ <t>W«MMId ^ ^ 

RrafR?i cR^ ^ %T ^TJrratfkw w t i PmcT aRr-raT^nra 

,j^ **** ^ JtRr (**** aFT.^./f^.UT.) tcScft t I 

75. f?T RRrici«fj % ^ anf^ ^ liRcT g>r *♦♦* apr.^./^ft.^. ^ 
Tftanl^ c(ft^ TR **** jft.5^ gn Rrafe i f?T Tftarrt^ 
ciftTT^ gjt aid'fl'Jillii iw, ^ ?T8n jmR, ^rg# w riarr ♦*** 

= *♦♦* aRI.^/jft.CT TR <i*l|iJllytd ftRn w t I ^ 
4 ftRft ^ ^ ^ ftRn w t arerar t 

cHlIf^ FSJT pRrfF ftf^ ^?Tf|cT ^ cf^r 3 tn rfOT 

fSF ir #311 ^rrar t l aiF; »ir5t Pi^jidl crr^shfif pRrf?r 

cfftiRT CRT PfEfJyui Rrirfddi ^ 3R% ^ arra^ ^ aimR w t kt 

**** 3IJI.;sr./ift.SF.(**** aFT.^./feUT.) t I 

f) fisf mfSrn 

76. cRR RI F 1' 4d RR F? PUMiRd *nRcT af^TF g?t fcPTT ^7R 

RylRd ’nkd alkm Rrr Prak gjpm # ^ t afk f?T Purid'cR 
ffeTET if WF Fif^R ^ Prafw **** apT.Fr./#t.^.(****.^^.Fr./ft>.m) 
arsiPr 29.46% er Ppett w t I 
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^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ IcT^ffTR#^ 

^ Pi^id^t c^ ^Ei ^ ^ ^ **** 

81. ;nfgtw^ % irm ^ ^3ntip?> ^ 

^ 1^ 3fTWr c^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ eFTrm t ^ ♦*** 3i^.^./t^.TfT t3cn t J 

aiichf^d f^rak ^5tJi^ ^ ift t, ^ ^tR^,- 

;fni^ in^ 4RfT w c^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^,4iR3H 1M ^ 13ik I# ^ ^ ^ r 

^ fir ftxTR ftrm w t I ct^g^, ^ ^ T^ 

cffRm ^ 3 HRw Ri#m **** aw.^./Rp.'^iT ^ RP^n ^ t I 


82 cf^R^^TW WTT^ ^ C^ fcRfT 5RPR f«T 

SIFTR ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t ^ ^ 

^ 3lk ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ **** 

^.^./feTTT. (32.4 %) t I 


TJ.4 mc’i 

»nf^: WTRI 





Vi5^<? 


R^ldcf) 

■dWRl 

SR.^./fti.W. 

gfhra 

aiR.^./f^-^ 

Ml^id 

HlRid % 

4^155RI-13 


^•i41 

**** 

**** 

**** 

26.82% 


a 

dicwRi 

it'kit'k 

** ** 

** * * 

40.48% 



3RI ^rtt 

'Jiitit'k 

**** 

* * * * 

44.54% 



^ 1 
Rilid*' 

**** 

** ** 

**** 

36.86% 

TT?T3Tt3TR 


di<l2FH 

**** 

**** 

*** * 

** * * 

**** 

** ** 

24.44% 



3RI ^ 

* * * * 

**** 

**** 

29.06% 



’rr41 

f^ilidcR 

* * * * 

** ** 

___ 

* * * * 

40.00% 
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qr^ ^en af?r ^ ^ ^ __, ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ .o« -y-'-^ J 3t T*Z^ 

-i^T sn 3tk . ., ^ 

m ^ ^/«f^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ , 

^r ?^t?rr5r, ^ ^ # & 'it 3?^ ^ 

g^ ^ ^ «T*r<iT -c(5t ^ ^tjcT^rar 3R ‘ ^ "sq ^ 

^ c^ g5rm ^ 5if%^ 5r*nq w t; 

3^ m. ^ t fip f^ ^^ leq. 

^ET ^ ^ V 

. fe-ert^ qq* cCT cn^ 

gen g5^ f, ^3ft xR g>^ ^ ^ 

gsnr qergq? f; „ ^ 

. ft, w«ra ift<n % P*:=. ft™ » J 

.™,RBft:i ™*’^fr’.'^T-,i,^ri, »^ 

a,s, otS :( ra ftai »(ftrt ’nftwR* mft 3 *-i «l a™*^ 

3fr? g gangif^ qrsg g>eRg^; 

3Tcig ^ ^ 3ttg^ ^ ^ ^ ' ,p^_ 

gfmgt c^ CPROI gjg ^ g%g5ij qftf^ 
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ii) !Tr£m> % areFT-arm g5t arram ^rrar R^IRd #rt % aTi?ra> ti 

iii) vi^vK fj«n RRh 5Rr ^Fcirt v3?qK ^ftft t I 

iv) ajlUlRd fTOT vidJiRd t a#? ?5Tg>I 

^ ^ ^ t I RRh ^ % ftdj ■JFf OT^nctt 

^Fr<w^l ^ t % t arram ^ ^ d i ^dRc^ OTt^rarait ctot ^ 

cijimRiilgRi Rfj wr ^ f fup#% 5 ^ w gft ^ gft tl 

?Ilf*[R t?fr SRT W ^ ^ ^ vrf^ 

^ t ^'ffR#?! WMR ^ ^ JJriref ^ % JffcRqgt Cf57 ^ tl 

v) t?fr % wit Rft iFf tjdiT^ g5T *mtT t R ' MUM ^ argfli ^ ^Rh 

fcFfRi ^ \Jl1^ rW ^FTPT d l R l [^» ^aff t fW W ^ tl 

vi) ^ ^ 3rfFT-a?R^ cf5T arram ^ w t I 

vii) ddJidch rTOT ^Fi^ t?ff ^ Ryfdcb N3d<i< gt flat ^ptpt w*Tta^ ^ 
at aR tl 


viii) ^fa^ taft ^ ?R ar^ anaKft ^ aJRR aMR t at ata^ft t aaat 

a?^ tf tl 


am: HiRchit t fa ara^ t atcj aita at |t «rf^ ^ ^ t a^Rft antiR aa 
wa at t ftrat arfea atit % ft? amn?t at a^a? Rfit aar t i 


ai.3 

87 . 


aiaait at ^cht a^ 



ftaRi^ aana arafe aaataiR, ttaaa 13 afR #tta^ at tRr amra- 
amra aar ijaa) amna aiar aai t at ftaa 2(a) ^ anara ct tRR aRaa 
wa tjcara atf 1 1 am: aiftaat t ^j^ta at ft «rf^ ^ ana^ra 
arta> aia^ 7 a^ amaa ct amra-amra ftjar t i a? «rf% arta 2000- 
2001, 2001-2002, 2002-2003 afR amat-Rataa, 2003 (ana amfSr) ct 
a^ ^ aiaftra arta 5 tlr aaftaRaRt fa ^ at t i 





THE GAZETTE OF INDi A : EXTRAORDINARY 


IPaivi l—Sh.r. 11 








31 


I— 1] 

92. ^rrf^r^ ^ t ^ ^ ^ ^ #t 3tot-3tot 

^ ^ t I 3Tc[: m^cF> qRuiH']' ^ f^erfw 

^ TOtupnsf ^ ^ v3cM|c{l' cF^t ^2TT 3ToT^-3TOT ^RMT W 

t 3 fk ^ cF^Ruy ■n 3 '^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

93. ^ vrltlVl ^ ^ifer 3TTWf ^ 5mT^ ^ 

^^FT^. cTF^F^^, f%cr^ ^ 3FTf^ xr 

^^4*^ ^ 3r54£r- II c^ 3^5^ tcr^Fr^ irh t I 

94. "EF^ ^ yfcl<J;)d Sm^ cR^ ^§FTvJM>!lW ’^Rfl 3TFf^ cF^Rcf^t 

^ vJcMKR, arWT vJH'mVi, fl?F^ WT ?F2TT WT ^F^ cF^hTcf 

FRFT^ ^ vjli'cl PiII>( ^ "R^ ^;- 

t 

^.4.1. ^nfei arramf tm ittstt 'TNrsft arrara ittstt ^rarr eiMK 
^.4.1.1 t^3Tt3JT7 
cB) 3?rara ^TTSTT 

95. mfer 3TRmfi ^ JTrar ^ ^et ^r f%f^ ^ ^ ar^tan t ^ 

liT «fKT fctw cf;^ f% cfirr irrfecT arrin^fr ^r "wr araicn ’wr ^r 

3TSraT C^ ^ ^ cPFTft ^ t I 

96. fff ^ c^ anSTR qy xnTaTk ^ v3Tr!TKT a7tcf5% crsTT anRTTrf ^TT^ PlH I ^>!HN 

td^ #- 


^TTifT ift.eq ^ 


F^^3TR 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

^ixi 3TcFpr 

hI'311 






922 

905 

1150 

1640 

^.■?T.3m. 

74 

34 

94 

239 


- 


4 

40 

138 

^T«n5 

iH+ 

996 

943 

1284 

2017 





^ 3Tt^ ^ IPrt cf># f ^ ariw n 3imK cw 

^f 100% ^ 3?f^ t a^k’^rfer anwr 

^ ^ 3TPn?ff it 95%. ^ ift 3if^ t I wr c^ 55^ aiTirmt 
aiFIRTt cpi 1%^ 3TTSIR cl^ ^ ctWT 90% ^ ^ aTcrfEl ^ 

98% ^ w I 3p^ ^ f'l aTFtm ^ i 


<3<:mi<jh, «*raT yqfllJi 'r qiwf^tb wn^r whr 

^ ^ Stw, WTT^, 5tw viM4)'l W8IT ftfi 


g 5 i ^ ^ 


IE;giT!^i 


2000-01 




2001-02 

2002-03 

**** 

**** 


He*** 























33 


[ MFr I ] 


MTTc! 


RFr(*ft.g.) 


He* >|! 

* * * * 

**** 



96 

131 

149 

%?n(%) 

44.7 

50.05 

47.19 

40.26 

nra 

(Tft.SR) 

**** 

** ** 

* *** 



99. 1?^ % srf^ ^srra ar^rf^ fcrPT^ y^iicii'l ^ arcr^tfr ^ 

3Pi^ STR^ c^t erarar t afh? ^tstt Riffh<j'l ^ ^ t I 

uTerfcp 3TraN ^ ^ gcPTT Tf ’TTR cTR^ 507r ft t 

^ vj<^KR crsjT f%ffF^ Tf eTWT 35'7r ffe ft t I ^S^ITR ^ 
«TR?TT vjRif tR cTSJT sIMK 2001-02 Tf <RIr 51 ffe ^ ^ f^RTRcT ^ 

■■5^ ^?ltRT W t I 

n) ftftli^ ci i wf^ Tjsr ;mm; 

100. "ET^ f%sf5t R^T ?r«TT fsrffPRf RR mfer arrirrat c^ rrfi rttet -g^ 

ireftR cfft fRR fistt, RTR gen rtstr f|# ^ ctt nt t: 


TJR3Tt3IR 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

grig 3raf& 

g^; ftfsTJut 

**** 

* * ** 

* * * * 

** * * 


100 

116 

139 



570 

570 

748 

64 


100 

100 

131 


Rifshiji 

**** 

**** 

**** 



100 

111 

136 ^ 

128 

3^|i|ld 

1106 

1001 

1354 

2057 


100 

91 

122 

186 

** * * 

Tfm 

**** 

* * * * 

* * * * 

F<jfTl 

100 

104 

131 

149 

mftg iiiijig 

996 

943 

1284 

2017 


100 

95 

129 

203 
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101. WFt cm t Tfm ^ 

3fk EI^ ^ ftferm ■'fnj4 WT cf?r ^ WT^ ^ ^ 

TT % mfeET 3TTTIT^ ^ cm^ W?^ ^ f| 

t ^ 3TTFT1? cT^ ^ ^ ^ ^ mm t mmft 

507. ^ ^ t i Ei^ mtm ^ mfer mr fimm 

^ 457. ^ mm t i 


)8.0 

9 



m7r 


^57^ 


I57r 


r-s 

r 


f -13 

mr^: 


200001 


j 2001 02 

1679 
I 283 
F 962 


2002-03 
25^5 ~ 
495 
3050 


mr^ 

258 
568 
! 315 


mr 11418 


90 

1106 


285 

3456 


I 295 
i 339 


mr 


78 

87 % 


244 

88 % 


i 239 
! 93 ^ 


102 . mRt 

^ 3 T 1 
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5 ^ arRTTcft c^ 93^r ^ I 5 ^ ^ ^nfer ^ 

OT^K ^ ^ 75^c ^ ejcicF^ 3T^rf& ^ 93% ^ ^ ^ 

eTg^ ^ ^ 3nW ^ ^ 

vJ^fpT ^ efT^jfK f%^ ^ ' ^HTv "? ^ 


3ji) ijFRn, 33:qr^'‘T wa 



2000-01 I 

2001-02 1 

2 aO' 2 -CS j 

v5Tm 


^ ^ ^ ^ 

j 

* '* * * j 

* * X ’* i 

i_ 

** * * 


100 

108 

177 1 

177 


^ jf' i 

*** * 

* ** * t 

* * * * 

(fti.CT) 




■ 

i ! 

100 

112 

125 

155 

I «T^ 

4: 4s* * 

** * * 

* * * * 

* * * * 

! ■OT‘^itn(%)) 




_ _ _—■ 

r^i%ft 

100 

103 _ 

JO __ 

___ I 


* ** * 

**** 

* * * * 

* * * * 

f6tfft>^i(Tft.s.) 



I ___... .. 

^__.......—^— 


100 

103 

I 110 

i__. —_— - .. 

122 


j ^ ^ ^ ^ 

**** 

* * * * 

r** * * 

i f^l5fifzii(ft).e.) 

1 



' 

' 


o 

o 

i 

[123 

132 _ 

198 _ 

! TiftT(ftt.e.) 

- 4 - —--—---- -- 

* ** * 

**** 

**** 

* * * * 

1 ___ _ 

i 

100 

91 

139 

138 _ 

1 ftfT”"ft’ftrT^^ 

39.09 

44.26 

30.87 

34.77 

i f|''Rn(%) 


_____ 

-^-— — 

----- 


103. -OT'^ 3Tt^ W ^ f f?P ^ ^ ^ 3T^ ^ 

ai^ ^ c^ arf^ "srm arcrf^ ^ awiTiSTt m ^JTi''iFf 

f^pITT t I vd^jVl C^ vIHHIQH ^r ■‘ft c^T)FT 55'7f cfft ^ gt t I crffti^T 
fftf^Tft 13ik 

TO ilft ^fft 5^ ft ft^ 227, -cfft # ^ if t I ft 

2000-01 ft ’TPJ# ^ eft WTTT W?ft fftw: ??ftf t ?icTTi% ^TSTR ft 

CiT^fft ^TFT ^ t I 
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^ ciiwRcb 1?^ 

104. cift TRPT^rr ^^TT qr ^nfer 3TRn?ff ^ ^ 

^ TOT OT OTTTT f|# ^ ^ ^ ^ t I 




JTff^ 






2001-02 


1402 




2002-03 


**** 




**** 


1061 






3TFira 


5rff% 


^TPT 


5i#r 


5T#r 


1418 


sfesk + sk 


1106 


sk **»k 


3050 


3396 


*sk9kH« 


^3^ I 39% 
22 % 


34% 


-13 mn ^ 3TT^^ 3Ticp% f f^‘ ^ 

389c ^ ffe ft t ^TTfer 3TTWt ^ OTTRT 200% 

? t ^ RfJbiil ^ ^cH 22% ^ ft t I 

^ cTMR ^ 87c ^ RKIcId 3TTt t ^TlfeT 3TTWi 

WT firm srfcr 3T^ ^ 227c ^ 447c cT^ tt ^ I 


2001-02 


2002-2003 


^ % 
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Pi 

246 

75 

285 

538 

mm 4W &VBaK*.w^Bm 

0 

0 

0 

117 

^i^”^/^r5i 

(^+ ^ 
cTT^) 

246 

75 

285 

655 

Hijf% 

100 

30 

116 

266 

OTzrm 

281 

274 

450 

702 

;jp 


98 

160 

250 

mfeci 

tI)T 

88% 

27% 

63% 

93% 


106. ' dM>!)cW 3TTcf5% W ^ t f?f5 ^ STTWi afk ^ 

TTM ^ ^nfer 3TrqMf srf^ 3 t^ ^ ^hfpr wr^t ffe t I 
^ cf5t amriTT ’rrar 4 aiFncff ^r ^cTTT arf^ig? t I 

■Ji? ^ ift ^?itcfT t f?P ^ ^ ^nftcT arrqT^ ^ 

^ ^ t I 


^) «mm, vjtMig^ T, ^ cii'wRcb ijcj ^»nai ^nTra 


<041 chi 


4200 

4200 

6200 

7000 

>ip^ 

100 

100 

148 

167 


**♦* 

**** 

**♦* 

-— 


100 

139 

172 

201 

4T^T?TT 

NiMilVl(%) 

**** 


**♦* 


-(i3Fi.6 

100 

138 

115 ^ 

120 

raRbai(^.s.) 

**** 

♦ *** 




100 

117 

139 

146 

Praf^ 



**** 

**** 

■ 
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^ ^ ift ^ ^ ^ 3T^ ^ ^ 

^ gJFf^t 5PTOT (67%) c(5t :|i% cjft f | XJcqK^ ift ^ 

^ ^r ?7T ^ ^f ^ ^ 

t I snicH ^f ift WMR ^f araJ) ^ c^ 6 iici\^< ^ 2000- 

I ^ggR 5^ ^ PT?i <j<i m ^ w t i 

grojftas 3ik wn<3 jmra: 




3P!I 






airmcT 


j[ff% 


ITPT 




'TTRw an^rm 


jifm 


2000-01 

2001-02 


**** 



100 

117 

1650 

1780 

100 

108 

**** 

**** 


100 


**** 


*** * 
111 


2002-03 

— — - -—— 

**** 


«rrei arafS^ 

**** 


**** 
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y'V<4 vi^jVi 

44% 

45%. 

44% 

42% 

'mftd W^cT 

7% 

2% 

6% 

13% 

3T^J 

_1 

49% 

527c 

50%. 

45% 

1_ 


108. viTFT wfy ^ ^£r t, ^ wm t % ^ mf^ ^ #?T^ 3mrrcrt 

^ ^ 150% ^ ^ t ^TTfer 3miTcff ^ 166% ^ ^ 

ft t ^ ^ 46% ^ ^ ff tl 

v3^ ^ ^ 2% ^ f^imz ^ t ^rfer wmcft ^ 

^ 6% ^ ^ # I 

109. MTf^rcm^ ^ ^-c^ch tT§Tcf?T^ c^ ^ cjf^ ^^rm ^ t % ^Kdl^ ^ ^ 

^ 3T^^ 'HT^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3Ttcpj# ^ ^aimRerf^ efTW? ^ ^ 

^ ^ Wchei fcTcRRT-q^ ^ ^rferf^ 3T^-3T^ ^ ^ ^ gcT^ 

^ ^ ^ 3T^5RRT ^ ^ t I Jrrf^rcF^ ^ Cf^ t 

^ ^ ^ 3rr^ cjif^ch 3TraR ^ ^ ^ ^ ^1% f ^ 3 t^- 
31^ W5Hf ^ ^£f ^ vd^Vl ^ te5t ^fTT^ ^ 3nefR ^ 

2000-01 ^ ^ ^?rt^ ">1^ t I 

3T.4.2 ^TTfer 3!nn^ cjn Tnrm 

110 . TT^ mfer OTJTTcft ^ ^mm ^ 7t4?T ^ ^ 3T^§n t % 

^ ^ w fct^ cf^ % ^ qrfer 3Tr^iT?ft ^ ‘HT^ ^ "^ffrpT 

^ cf^tw ^ ^ W^t cf^WcT 3TT^ t 3T?Tm W ^ 3fTWt ^ 

C^ 3T^2TT cfJtwf ^ ^“R^t RP^T ^ 3mpft 3T21^ cf5t^ ^ 

^ ermr w?^ #rt ^ ^ Rf ## I 

111. cFWt ^ Rfer 3TRTT^ ^ ;mT^ ^ ^-RST ^ f¥§TS^ 5n%f7r^ ^ 3T^§TT t 

^ ^ ^ ^ R-cIK ^ ^ Rffer 3rRTT^ 'HT^ ^ ^PRFT viCHR 

^ cf^ ^ ^ ^Rc[ 3TT^ t 3T2W ^ ^ 3fFTTcft ^ 

;nTT^ C^ <t>KU| 3T^^T cf^jird^ ^ W??f ^ 3TTPpft 3TeM ffe 

^ errar 3 tt^ 3p^2mT cf^ ^ ^ ^ ^ i ^ 

^ 1%f5t cfit^T^, ^ ?T2TT f^WI\:3C, cpj^fr^ 3fk 

Rr?T mR<1^-T tr f^-clK cfR^ 'g^ vratR ^ f%5f^ ^ 

t I ^TFIKft ^ ^ f%#RT 1%> ^55^^ ^r»TR 

RFJ^ 3TTyiR^' '(iRd RtRcF 3fRRT #3TT^Tn?5 ^TRITcT c^l^d iR fcpeTR 






THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. I] 


1%^iT t I ddjicjj mer # arrarcff 

JDTFTf ^ RhH'<HK fir^c^qui ftjlTT W t: 


[it ^ cFRTT t % ^ g5t #3nti^ anuTcT g?tR^ 






# Pt< i cie 




M/i-nvi/ VI. 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

3TcIR» 

215.5 

193.82 

160.89 

152.61 

198.7 

193.33 

153.19 

143.89 

231.8 

172.82 

163.47 

146.77 

214.25 

193.72 

160.41 

151,18 

157.14 

142.07 

122.17 

119.74 


(3imR 


10 

25 

29 

3 

23 

28 

25 

1 29 

37 

10 

25 

29 


5if% uim 3raf& cf5t pci'll ^ Mifcifl ^ ^Tc(^ ttth ^ arr^ncff 
W ^ TIcRT f^iyicie ^?lt% f 3ik WTET 31^ ^fTPf 

e w?tt W8JT mwRcb ^ I 


3ik <CT ^ f%5^ 


^./ftnn. 




2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

vara 3icrf& ' 




isis-kisit 

kkkkk 

k k k k k 













[ I 1 j Wl TRTT? : ___ 






42^ 

T^3TTt^ 




ifc ifc * 

e^t 

215.5 

193.82 

160.89 

152.61 

q^Nq 





fu qS ^qq 

-k-k-k-k 

kkkk 

kkkk 

10-20% 

mm 





'W CJJTT ^ 




10-20% 






qfl 

198.7 

193.33 

153.19 

143.89 

qfrqq 





c^ira c^ci - 

kkkk 

kkkk 

kkkk 

15-25% 






qrq qm q^^Rt^- 




20-30% 






c^fqq-^q 

231.8 

172.82 

163.82 

146.77 

cjjTira ch<Mi - 

* * * ^c 

kkkk 

* * * * 

15-25% 

1#-^ 





1 q^T cjm qq^qjl- 




15-25% 

i ^ 





^q^qaSMR-wTg Jq 




SNrf 1214.25 

193.72 

160.41 

151.18 

chH^d tb<^S 

•kkkk 

•kicki; 

kkkk 

10-20% 

cbH <JTq q^^sffl 


i 


15-25% 


114. viM^'lcKf 3Tr^ ^ t 1% t?ft ^ ^^31^317^ ^ 3T^-3Tm 

mfer 3TRrTrr ^ cItT^ ^ cjoiqol ^ 3TT^TR 

q? c^dld] t I ^ ^ 3TaTf%cf4^ 

^ cbiq^l t t xliqiH ^ 3TRT t 1% ^ PrRS 

^ q^Rny ^j^t^cT c|^eM ^3frfty> ^ 4cbWlrH<7^ ^ 3Tf^lW?T ^ 

^ ^£7 #l 

q) qrfer anwi c^ qfrqq ^crRi qan qqm 

115. qq qrfey cqKTKfi ^ q^Hd qqrq qqjq ^ 

^7^ ^?^jtq f^rqR ftq^ q^q^ft q^ q^ q^ ^jeRrr TScqrqq eiMia 

q^ q^ t I ^ 3qq7% q^ qqit^ t 1% 6leiiRh ^ ^dtq v3qrfe q^ dl'^iq 
qTcT q^ ^jqqqq qnq'd ^ ni^cft P^qqq 3q^ t ftq^ qg;^ ^ f^t^rqq 
v^qiqq RPiq ^ q^ g^qr ^ qqq^f 3Tfto ^ t i qq: “^q q^ftq 


>r*35 Gi/Oh—6 






























^hTcHT-13 



I cTT^^TH 

i 

116 . ^ 
%?! 


^KfcFft-IS 

R'^ci 
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r\ 

cHlHd 

204.8 

199.51 

152.86 

134.72 

f r\ — 

<^ ?om^ 
tbelifl 

"kifick 

iek-kit 


0 - 10 % 

——-——" 

Tjjq 3 iq 
fts^i - 




30 - 40 % 

^ qT?% 
t^^qq 

213.3 

190.2 

L 

155.5 

135.09 

--- 

tTI-?! 

gftqq 

•kifidt 

**** 


0 - 10 % 

cJJiT ^TR 

rv r\ - 0-0 

IqshI ^TRl 

qr^ifi 




30 - 40 % 

qftqq 

205.84 

196.78 

153.29 

134.79 

iad ^ 
qiNq q)?M 

* *** 

* ifcifc * 


0 - 10 % 

TBq qiq q^ 

fit 5 l>! 




30 - 40 % 


117, ^[TI^ 7T? ^ t ^ 3TT7Jnff ^ TToT? ^ 

■q^ ct^M ' ^ if cf>€l^ft ^ ^ t I '7>clrf1 qq ^ TFT t'l 

f%g, FTT cFitqq cnelcff cfff yrttr mfer ariTncfr cf?f^ qm ^ 

JT^ricft C^ TTTq-TTTq cfif Tiiqft t I q^ cfffWT if ^ 3TTf t, sulci'^ 

cjffJTcT chdVt ff f^SjoftfOT ^ q^ Vi til'I cfif TT# qT#T MRelf^TcT HTftq q^ 
^5ff t I 


q) qif^ anqiifi qro qar qqrq 


fifS? q^ 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

uTm 3 T<nu 

] (^./f?t 5 Tn.) 



** ** j 

<ffl]<wi -13 

'k'k'k'k 

ifkif ^ 

rff 

3 TT^ crt <^ 


17.72 

40.43 

56.64 

gcRT d I^RTO 





virMlcJR 


9.40 

4.24 

8.21 

1 ni'^we'(%) 


_____ 

...... 
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118. 


56% 


^.4.2.3 


oTm ^ 8% ci5t f^Rm^ 3n^ t gf fts!?) crj^ ^r ciwt 

Cl^t RKmc 3TTt t fvR# qrft^ 31Rimt c|^ ^ ffmcf ff>RI ^ 




^b) anW ^i5)»Rff # f?Rrac 
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[Part I —Sec. I , 


virtiq*! oTm crm ftaft cRJcft ^ f % 


Efsrkj'fe 

s 

jg^^HQiiiimii^niij 




2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

vJTO 3?^f& 



88,38 

83.75 

85.79 

80 

Ei|iKlR^^ 

_ 

*- 

' 

- 

75.52 

!-V-ri- 

f\ 

88.38 

83.75 

85.79 

79.2 

Hr\A.'W||M • WM 

cI)T 

c- 

64.82 

----- 

61.42 

rM.34 

62.73 


H % Tfm^z (amiR ^ ^ n) 

r— ■■_ _^ 

^^^l^lllll^^llllllll 

■M «W 


- 

5 

3 

9 

^ES5^S^5^B9 


- 

_ 

- 

- 



— 

5 

3 

10 


119. mfiJw 

C^i<S Cl 


120 . 


cnfeT^ 


^ t % ;ir!>c6 ^ gft ^anfrjip ^sn 

^^r«rfcr3 T<ifgr^f^RracTR^fl 


w) ii>Hra teeltfl «wt ^I^^ ^ ti^ fihjft tfe jnng 


i3^i*ft 3ncp% 5^ ci5t 5rff% 1??# t ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^<31 ^ 'fi'fcii ^ I el^-s c|5t*Rfr ^ cf51*ia afTcf 3igf?J ^ 

iNrar Rwo) ^ 4 infeT arrarat cfJt c^Hcfl ctsit 

^ f I 
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^./ftnn. 



121. vdH'<Yc»Tl ^icp'^'l ^ t Hifia 3^|i^(at ^ 

^ cR^ ^ ^ t I 'd4'<l'<W 3Tf^ afiT ’t^t jmr^ 

^ TTlf^ 3TFIT?fr C^ cf5^ TT8IT cfR ^ q7 f|?[ft ^T^Eff 
jrmcT cPN^t ^ # I 


Tj) mfid airarat ^ q»l*ifl ??n«r etsti 4 ^ j^ttei 














































y«MWH ?IPRf 



3ncF5% ^ ^ cl'fj^ctl ^ Pknc \3cmi«;' 1 eTFRT ^ 

)t ^Ir arf^tcp t cift^ TR tiTfer 3n^ cf5T cfflim 

f ?Prt ^ t sTRrra ctflHdl ci^t cfr^ ^ 

ft g^t^ gTif gR^ amr grsiR gjigg gg ggm ggjgsi 


[f?t gjR?^ ^ gjra: 

gggg^f ^ erw, wirgg, hw wftg, flg5t gsir graiR 
gen gigcg pRigg, gngrg nrar ^f giwRcb ci?rr ^mog ^ 3?Tf^ 
^ gpT grm %tT v;n% ^ qwid jnPrggft % aiRi gngggg? 
gtt Ptht^tir wg gtt ^:- 

t«iRR g«n aRRn yggV i: 


tr?^ gpT ^ f^gi ggi #, ei^ y tiVi % gt<^ aggr ajg^ 
gftg aifctPgg yg^gR gflifcpg 3T5 pt- 3T5 pt ygrr^ ^ grgg 
gT^tf%g5tt I aw^gg^gpi^ffealk^lt ygngn 
gg ygngg ctfrt ^ # l gRjg> gg^ Rirag ^ 

fg gg y^Jigg cwt flight g^ # I ^fcRg, 'jpnPP g?^ yc^<a ft>gr 

^ ^ygngg gtt ^crgr gggft g^r # aik hw y g gP i ^ 

^ ^ gig^gggft pRiggggrf^ gf t I 

cnggggi gt gRg^ gg gprizg TPng: 


25. 


k?l 


^ w ^ ^ gm 3Tf^ oTm 















[ I—1 ] 


: '3TOT«^R’JT 


47 






2001-02 

2002-03 



ftsfji dHId 


96.57 

99.29 

103.87 

Rqci RsdI 

g)hm(ti^ 

3IR) 

100 

94.12 

83.36 

85.36 

cirH/?if^ 

100 

72.92 

-54.70 

-75.08 

itxjcFfT-13 


100 

90.60 

101.29 

99.44 

Rqoi RsiH 

Eift^(tnnfFr 

3IR) 

100 

90.88 

79.20 

70.86 


100 

94.44 

-119.55 

-186.32 

cHilcHj^ 

ofMia 

100 

88.91 

100.63 

106.47 

Rqei RflJl 

<J)bTcT(lI5I^ 

3IR) 

100 

95.96 

90.34 

91.19 

eTTH/Flft 

100 

21266.67 

-30800.00 

-45800.00 


126. ^^KtcRT 3Ttcf5% ITF f ^ ^3?qT^ ^ ^freTET ^5?T^fT cf5t 

d i' HM^d i ^ cf^rgiT f?Rra^ ant t 3fk ar^ nra 

3T^fai?rziT 3Tf&^ vidlKd ?Tm ’TT^ ^ cTHT ^ f^Tl% ^ 

^iRiil cfft f^Tf% ^ q|rr w t I 

Tl) '(I'Jl'IK 

127. ^ WIPT ^r ch^dlRill cf>t 'HTsUT ^ 7^ t yrTl% utTET-aTcTfSj c^ 

^IT^fT cfft 6d1Kct>dl c^ ^Eft Tf 7^ 8ft I 


-(iTft^d 



2000-01 

2001-02 

200203 

^ 3T^rf& 

cb»It|lR8l ^ 'H<sUI 

ipiaftaiR 

100 

100 

92.86 

85.71 

lftE!cH1-13 

100 

93.33333 

80.00 

73.33 




































RT'^T 

RR 
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cTR^ 

100 

99.78 

-113.50 

-227.91 

^Cj7Cj 

dl'y >{n. 

100 

97.26 

-77.00 

-152.48 

Qjbn 

eiqil 

dl'y >{n. 

100 

92.78 

103.68 

92.76 

w]ji ^ ^ 

% 

100 

108.33 

-133.33 

-258.33 


% 

100 

100.00 

-66.67 

-144.44 







MYRT-JT 

di'y 

100 

24780.00 

42628.89 

66226.67 

q>! 

di'y 

100 

381.62 

-382.96 

-650.28 


di'y 

100 

94.30 

110.36 

103.83 

^ni w 

RT'q 

% 

100 

29300.00 

43075.00 

71125.00 

dq)| ^ w 

3TRr 

% 

100 

30448.48 

-189.33 

-367.47 


132. RxlNIsil'l vJcMkI ^ cHI'HWtidl Wtr ^ ?tHT 11% #^r vicMiql ^ 

^fjera HxllcH cfft Tjyft 3lKf 3TTErR cpt cfft 'HcfjKicMcp STRT cfft 

f^j1% % arif WRRW ^ ^ t I 


^t) ^ ^ 


iRra 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

^ araft 

tjqartaTR 

100 

166.10 

206.78 

194.92 


100 

42.25 

59.15 

84.51 


100 

321.35 

340.45 ^ 

279.78 


133. ^nf^TcCT^ cf^r d'Idl t ft lJ^3Tt3TR ^«n ftlft^ ft ftWET fttc^ vjejVl ftt ’TM 
cmftt ^ftr t 'ft!cRT-i3 ft wrft t i fftg 

nrftcpr^ ft? cp^ t ft fcmnftft ft ^ ^ wft ftftcT 

fftqr t I ftqrftfft ftt w ^ fttf ^ 'rRefft^r 

'-ftf ftcrr t aft q? ftft qerr ^rmart irt ^nrrftr ^ t i 


2435 GI/05—7 
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134. ^ ■ 


^ cpr ^lcF>^ MTF 


^ t:- 



2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

vSTTcf 3R 

H*<i «m (ri« r.) 

100 

88.68 

-46.70 

-66.15 

100 

97.26 

-77.00 

-152.48 

100 

381.62 

"^382.96 

-650.28 


gr wcTT t 5^ srafir ^ ei^ ^€jVi cpr cit>t t i 

?nTT R^ffl 3l|4|ldl c^-^vS cpl*ia JR^jR lelft?) ^ft^Rfr 4 f^RIcTS 
r«T cfTRTJi ^ ant t I 


finm w t, nRmr ^ Rnjrr 

^ Tt ^ Tin t:- 




2000-01 


2001-02 


2002-03 



100 

118.67 

150.36 

159.75 

100 

120.42 

155.79 

211.08 

100 

139.31 

111.36 

122.54 



^MKctJdi ^ ^gtiR Ei^ ^ifrn g5t cimaRnr ^ nf^nf^ ntf fan t I ^ 

fRiT t fiRifctT E}^ gft vj^Kcbdi Tt w# ^En? fan t f^R# 

gft 5i1% fnnt ddiicn rprt, Rm 4 wtt l^ran^ anf t, 

4 Pi'iicie c^ n>RR Rm ^ ?rf^ 4 err t|^ I 


SRcn.ddiic;-!, ^ cpKcpi cfft ^ Ei^ ^dln Tt ^ t aft? 
m ’ft 'McbKicH<4> ^ t ^fcivT n? niRR ^^rnR’ nm? nen 'jyft 

7 an^i ft ’rprtrrt ^ I 

















71^ 1] 




Z) ^ R^SI tB^ ^ 

139. M l l^<t> l ^ ^ t RP 'itfl'T ^ M^'P ’Tlef 5Tf^ 3Tcff& ^ f^PJcft 
dr^M<dl 3ft7 ''TTP ?[«IT TTWR ^ ’TT^t '(fHiq^l3Tt ^ ^ 

aifgraT. ^ 

pieq i cjT^ if cblM^f IIRT ^ ^ 't Rjl't1<T>l ^TJH ^’jfl 'pT^ '^teTEft 'JCTc^ ’TT^t 
Wl«!J ^ yRl<J>cl ^ 'tl'Pdl t I 

3iico«'i 

140 d^i-^cf)^ c^ \3M^<?v1 f^'jc^4^'t ^ ^01 ^ PP vdOHlc;^, 

^ ^ ftg5t ?T8JT ^5cqT^ eTPKT ^T PlW, Wn^cfxTT ^T ^ ^ 

n3c^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3T^r^_«PRTT ^PT^ ^ ^ f 

vsraPp ^tmr tt ^ ^ ^ t erPP^ wr ^ Pra?T Pra^ 

cRJcP, 3T^eRP!TT 3TPPP P[PPt PTcT ^3^ Pl^^l 'IcpKic’icb afSTcTT ^ 3TPI 
aft? ^ cim fan t I ^ «tPf ara^-arcm ^3WT^ ?PPt ^ nrnrPPB ^ 
n?cP^ t I 3TcT: c^ nf n«P PP ^ ^ WPtcB 

■?iPr 't, 't^i JRp?r eioi i 

ia.5 <bH» ll t*< q> ?rtsi ^ 3RI ^BT Pt?ct^ 

141 . ^sraJTjt % n? ^ t pp ^ ^ g5t siPr ^ MS^WPtchd 
c^ cfjTPn t aft? ??nBT nrfer anWf ^ nM ?Tn£T n# t i ??t ?tTO ^t 

t Pp it^UP i cB cT fePraPT ^ ?p^ ^ ^ nr^ ^ cPn-fl 

ci5t ?nra PRfPr f^Jpr ^ nPr^ innp w t nTPran^t^re^^p^ ^ 
(^^cf?Ptch<? T ijp i g aTcm ^ n?t nPPnr ^f neel ^ aft? vjm'JIcki stPt Pr?^^ 

c^ ?g^ ??T1?PT 3i^ Tff ^ ^ ^ ^ 

if PfjnT mn t I 

142. wf^ srf^ ^ afk cfftncT cpn nm q? ct«!IT ^ ^ nan 

c^- ;rnFfr c^ ?PrEr if nrfer anmnf n^t nm nan ?Ptnn nnnff n^t ^ mn 

nrPrnnif 3.5 if 

^jj^ft^ ann 'Hci^d i rHcB cm?cBf n^t n^ ^ nft ft «fPf ?T5TnnT 

fin=ft t I am; Rnf^Pan cpKctfi ctt yii^i n5t nt t;' 
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^.5.1 XpiOTaiR 


^ ^ ainiRi - ^ ^ % ^3Tt3iR ^ 3IPITW DTt 5^ urirf if firPTer 5=r^ 
t ^ 'ff f arcrar ^ gft aipirw gft ^cHt 4 ari^ 

#1 ai?T: 'S'lcpi 53?itg gft gfNtff jrf%^ jrm^ ^ qw t; 

5 fen ggr t fct5 mf^icbi'Jl % apg #eft ^ aiRraf ?i^r^d yjm 
15 ^ 4 Mifttcni'Jl 5^ f fct5 Jilin jmm cm f ^^c^qu i 

^ c;?iicii t fc(5 ^ aiinidl nn f^wii Jiim ^ ^ 

fFJTcit ^ 98% t I aicT: am ^flcft ^ angTcit gft JiiiiT ctctt gfN?r nn 
mtn 5rmn t I 

n>jft - nm(^aitaiT^ gft jift srf% ^im amf& ^ 49 % gft 

ft 11 aicf: # 'H'Hif^d ni’ft g^ otVi ft ^ ntf 

5cft t; 

m ^ - ^5^ jft irerajR SRI ^ ^ ^ ftRft mra 
itn 5=rtf cFIRTT JRT t; 

rf - 5^ Jiim cm fgg iRq ^ aiFiTcr ftRn mr wcTt t 1 

Jiim nn jTf^ ^dji<cf> t cRTirfcR am aRism l acMKcb ) ' % gr gt 
^ g>7 t aRim t Jiim ^ <gim^l gg jr f 1 aig: g^ 
it g^ g?jW gtt ^ sff^ cm nmn gg gcmft t 1 gfcRggt gtt ggf 
gRTR jiRicitnicgcn M<£iRlgl g5i cplt ’ft ^«g mf&grrft ^ ftnig ft gtf wgr 


itt ft l^ibi'H - fttetfftgft ft IftRft ^3RT cidcHic) cm auftg gtf cFirgr ggr t 
^3?ftg gft sif% ttcft I 5 ^ fftgtcRP ft ipfftm Jirm gft wwnft 
m ai^ fftjg ggngg nfcmn gft gm^ ^ gggft mm gg grar fcmr t 
^rnigg mPTcT mr gmm Jjmi ^ ftgg ^ 1 5itfitf> i ch1g aicR ^ 
^3?ftg gft fciRft mPTcT ?il% gg grar gtf fftmr ggr t i 
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^ } ] ___ ^Kfi 

^) trtcj vjntn cBT ftjihi 





2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

otfg araPi 

eptatfagg ^ 

100 

105.67 

120.57 

139.01 


?f5t fit# cm# t ^ ^151# t f^rofe ^ 

etl'HMcidl dchKIdtch # ^ I dSJ#, #cf R^cl't'*! ^ Pidid ctTuIK 

# cffpr^ ^ ctnra^ # atcm-ai^ m Pw w I afp, ^ ## ^ ^^raPt 

PHHK-t # ^ #^ «tp[ fi t eft ^dcpl ^R'’! enfecT 3tRtm ^ ^ ^Tc# 

tl 

dcM l dc pdl - # cnmrgdT ^ ^ vJdtKd afP Jtfet cp*f'qi'5t vJcMiqcpcil 

# ^ ^ ^getR fart t l 3fd: ^IF ^3FfPT # fi #et ^ ^5 Rdi #t gg 
^cr)dl % I 

^.5.2 

cfj) ^ ■?> atrara - ^ ^ ^ amtm # #Et ^r ^tiiftct 

t ^ eft gjg t aTsrar t# # amtm #R# # fentt^^t atPt^ 
#># eR ^ tl 3feT: ddepT d^ltg # #*id'l eR M(el<j>d 5Rttg dtt H'^dl tl 
^ ^ f#T w t mPtem^ t 3Rg ^ 1^ angteff # ^trgf^ ^tm 
#t # t I FfT ^ ^ #ltg># ^gReiT t Pt> grar ^eitft jrmg gg 

w ^ g? g 9 rfen t ^ggif t# ^ ft? angteff gg ft^ ■ti'i-s w ^ ^ggg 
if ^ angteff ^ 93% t I atet: ang #eff ^ f? angteff # nrar nm #*id gg 
g^ dtitn g? gfrt ggtgi gntg ntf g?i % i 

h) gig t gRff - ^tfg^ gTer(%igg-i3) # gtn t #et gtfg atgflr ^ #gg 387c # 
gg# ^ |t 1 1 atet: gtg if ^fgi^ g# *3#^ # ft #et gg gg^R #f 
gg t; 

g) ^sTief gg ^ SRt ^ t# if flP# ^sgtgt gg^ 

gg an^ gtf cH'iim ggt t: 
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^ ^ ^ ^ HTcT cFH gw ^ ^ ;jTRT?T ^ wm t I 

W 5fg<si WTT^ t wlR) 3T8faT^ W^Kch] ^ TTT ^ 
w fen t 3?^ ^ thct wnr^ w n^ t i am: 

^ aTl% w c^RUT w ^nwft t i nfeqtrf ^ 
rmR 3TfcN^n?ncn n^fefy w ^ ww nrf^ran^ ^ ^ ermr 


jft ^ feunr - ^ fe^fl WcTm w 3Tfef n# cmRn wt t 

^ aTl% feft I ^ ferfcTcn ^ n?fem cpr^ nM ^ 

TT 3WT fen wnw nfenr ^ wf ^ ^fnn5t ^ w wn fenr t 

nsn wnnn ^ ^ I feg, 3 tcr c^ 

^ ^ fe^ cnncf Fit^ w wn n^ fenr wt t i 

nW W ferfn fesTT^ - 


■ 


2000-01 

20 cr 02 

2002-03 

3 Tnf & 

3 


100 

123.35 

131.89 . 

198.06 


Jtn ^ ferfn fir^ wr^t t afh? nF wr^ gfe wf# t etf^ 
r nwwnn ^ t I nenft, arf^ c^ feg ^ ^sn ferfn nr 3 TR 

^ cTsn MnnwT n>r 3f^-3f^ ^ fen wt l afh?, nf^ nMt c^ fenfn 
^ WF ^ 1 ^ t ^ F^TW ww nrfer 3TRmT n# w 


rr ■ nft cTmnwT ^ ^ vjww afh? nf^ nfent 

^ 1^ ^ I ^ ^^rtn gf st1% w cfn^ n# w 


ff ^ arram - ^ c^ ^rmin ^ uitn ^nfer n^ 

^ ^ t 3Tsrcn ^ ^ nft 3TRn?T cfWr nft ^ arfen nWf 
f 3nT: ww Tj^ vjfer nfent nr nmn n^ n;?nT t i nF 

nnr t fe 3nfeniff 3nn #?ft % gn ^nnnff ^ ^ngfer 




55 


t I ^TSTET 4 ;nf5rcF^ ^ t JTT^TT ^fraEft ^HTTcT cm fcReTW 
w ^ ^ <^ilcii t ^ ^ aTFiTcft cm 1%^ T-ra^ mm c^ ^et ^ 

^ amn^ c^ 937, t I am: arm ## |ej arrmcft cjff mm cTett cfitmT mr 
Ei^ 97 cf^rt wm rrmcT ^ w t I 

i. mn cRTft - mm(c?lilchi^ cjit mfT ^r eT% mm arcrf^ c^ ^fTm 507 , cf>t 
mmft ^ t I am: mm 4 . mmf^ cmft ei^; mwtm cf^ arf^ mr miTm m^' 
cPT Weft t; 

ii. <m - fcFTjft ift 4 -c^c) 7 9«m)R gm rsmr c^ 4 fcRft mrim wgmrcf 
cm an^r cimm w t; 

iii. Mfc l -WE if ciS ?i^ - ?7T mm mr ^ 7m ^ anmer %m mr mmcTT t l 
mf^tcrnmrrf mm mr 9^ merngm t cmtfcfE arm arEJsrm mmmmr ^ m rft 
wnmT mg mm t aTEfm t rtm^ mm c^ cmmi^l mr 99 t lam: ei^ 
yRimErf Ei^ vjefm mt ft mn miTm mr mmeft t l wRimEjt Ett ^mt 
aTEfcTT cJimR jrfcTcfETTcmP Hctlciml cm mtt TTram mf^icm^l c^ rtmrm ^ mrm 
w t I 

iv. ^ f^th i Ti - rfrsTtPlctt ^ fcfmft rmm rngmim mr aTT %9 mt! mmm mrr t 

fuRT^ Ei^c| aeiVi 5TI% ?Tcft I fTT Pimlacb % ctofciHC) cfvc^ mm m?!' TcRETT^ 

aMci&^di amm f^rm acyimn yfchmi ^ mm^ mrm cm mm fchmi t 

Rji'jicm vjcmrnr mrmT cteit Trrmm ^ rrefEj slcii 1 1%f, yl til Ri ctTl m arrR c^ 

cmTm Ei^cj atiVi mt |%rft rnimr siPi mr mm mtt fermr mm t i 

V. Ejsrtm cm ftEiim fSimimr- 




Rilid 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

v3Tm 3Rf& 


100 

139.59 

195.27 

250.52 


Ei^ mmrm rtt f^pirfcT f^ mr^ t afk m? mmft ^ g?M t eff^ f^rrrfcT 
mrmrmn -^c^)K l d^c^; Ttt t i crmift, ei^^ cteit f%Erfm mmR 

ett cffTmr cTEiT mrmfgcTT mt armrn-armm mr fRm mm I afk, mfR mmft Piola 
Puy i m r efft cmr? ^ g^rt grf^ ft t mr ?mcm mrmr mf^m ammcT gtf mi mm^ 
tl 
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2 vsdl^l ^ A ciocicfl ^ ^ cf5TT^ ^ efTH, 

y^rr^ 3TR yfa^cf 5?^ W t I 

3. ^. I d i fe ^TRITcT ^ {*\<\(\6 ^ 4 KfcrfjF^ ^ t 

^ ^ it t 15r^aT gR^ rm ^ ^ ^ ^ Rrt^ 3tt^ i 

4. ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ Piw 

arw wrm ^ ?r^ ^ ^ tm t I ^ ^ ^ ^ 

cj5^ ^TT^ mRu ii h^<ct wt ^ ffe ^ ^Tci^ crerr ^ 

^ 3TTt t t 

5. ^TFT ^ 3yin ^HT n^tHcft ^ cncl^ ^ 

;jytn ^ 6fMR fl# ^ Rnm^ 3 tt^ t ^ 

I 3^Ri ^ nrm 3 tt^ i 

146. 3^: nrRfnn^ R[^n^ t fe ^R^ ^Vt n>t 

cm R nrfer ^rrmn cm #tt t l 

5Tfct ^ ^TT^ cTajT 5Tf^ ♦ijRlH 

147 mR^m^ ^ RraftR^ 3Td%cm^ ^ ^ ^nrf^ ^ ^ ^ 

RrjRt c^ "fjen R t i RrtiR^ ^ ^ 

^ TT^fer RmlWt ^ fRn RraRft niR^ ^fRr^ 
n^Rm A V7f nnR cTSTT 3T[£rrRnj ^ ^ nR n^ t I 

^ic;g>[-iK, ^ mfe PiHig^iR 3mm ^ 


mr? 

] ^/s^ 

1 

Rrato? 


1 

i 

J 


eSr" 

TTltyR 

erf^ 1 

Trrf^ % 1 

f— . 


-. • .— 

sm.^./fcrnn 

3m.'5T./fen. 

3m.^./ 



1 




fto. 

i 

Rmc77T-13 

’ tm 

4'RcKfl'(-l 

HojcHs 

-1 

jjsji'* 


^ 5 - 25 ' 7 , 1 








„....„__.__.] 


1 » 

■ ;; ■■ .1. ;:;■!■'i;! 

^ ^ ;jc 

i 


H:** 

' 25-307r 


' 

: 3^ n -^TT-ft 

■ ii< Ji< 


>»: ^ ^ 

^ :ji jJj 

' 25-30^3 


RlRi 


?J> 


. ^ ^ ^ 

j?c 

25-30^7. 


;;:.;3J- oi'O'^ ■ -b 
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1 — 1 ] 

3fk fWT ^q’H'Icwiarf ci^ ^ cf^ w p1%^ ^ 

H'^^M I 

%BTf^ 

150. HTf&c5T^ % tn^, arf^ ^sn vsirm tn^ ?Tan srf^ c^ ^ku ii cmc5 
^ETf C[^ ^ 3m ^ Cfff, J|>!1||>) I^ElfftcT f%Wcrfft ^ fcrfl^ t, 3#7 

^ wRTfflcfj mm mf^ ^ ^ afk u? ^ c^ 

m? % cf^ ^ mfer arrmcfr ^ mr? ^ crmfctm arf^ ^ t, 

mfSramJt m t mm ismtn mt ^ ^ aT% mrm 

f%?xraTrRcp mm f?fm mm mTci'?z)mdi t i rngmi?, mftmmJt ^ 
m ?TaTT cT^ Tf f^iwiii(^m mm^jft mm ^ ^ fi-rm i f^^ i rnmr t i 

151. mf&mrtt E[?m mmm? mr artraramr mtsft mt f7, mfemr^t 

mm mf^ crm aif% mf^ ^ m ciff wm? mftr mr 1%?xmic*im ^rmvM ■g[m 
mm ^ ^ f^mrfer rnmn t f^rm^r mtm ci^ ^ ^ aT% mrm gff mi 
I m^nTR, 41 ■t) 4 ^ ijjcm msff ?nfcmm mfm 9 JPlcf mftr wmmr 

mm^sft ?];m mrm c4 RnmiRi^i mm t ^ ?m mer 4 

jjcT c^ marm crm ^ Pi4frid mm c^ armimf m? lawm gm 

mrrm rnmmr i 


?jmi5 mf^sh i 


^ SI 

waren 



cm 

-rsr-T- 

— , — ■ ^y: 

•■*7«C-/" .. 

TTftl 

TTR gft 


|45^J6| TqcJ?tn 

HiJidcb 

v3d1lc;cb 

Pl^JldcR 


2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 



1 

i 

381212, 

381220, 

381230, 

293429, 

292519, 

292520 

TST? 
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3TH,^. 

'sCl-l^'M'SC'vl’ 

[ ^-1,3- 

f%f^TSTT?c7 

'^'5lfi>)Hl^r^'=r 

(e^M 

^)] 



H.LM'iN'iW-l 

li^icTl, 

ciiPicrici 

13 


c^Plild 

2 


_. ... _ _ 

-cj^- 


\ rv 

■qpRI^ 

A cm■cRY7■^ 

V f 

cm? 

816 


3TH.^. 

3 

_ 


--g#- 




5cT7 cf^ , 


! ^ 

840 1 

1 

vm;5i. 
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^ I_1 ] __ ^ ■ 


1 




^ 5cl'< 




.. 











__ 


19 


C^f^fcfK^ 

3ilcK^l^<i'{-f- 

qtfcm^ 

2, 2,4- 

1,2 

\ f \ _, 

Idn 



A.viFRc^ 

ch^f^lcbl 

' n |'(-|'^, >{■^'1 

g^ 

282 


3l*i. '31. 

20 

-4^- 

-cT^' 

-^- 


^qprgg 

sTcirgr 

g^ 


327 


3ig. '^1. 

r 

-cl#- 




g^ 

g^ 

g^ 

327 

A\z^ 

3Tg, 'SI. 

22 

-4#- 






g^ 

327 

^.gg 

3Tg,5T. 

23 

-4#- 

-cT^- 


m 

?TT?^ 

m 

cTT?^ 

g^ 

g^ 

270 



24 

-cl#- 




g^ 

g^ 

g^ 

270 

T^.Z^ 


25 

-cr#~ 




m 

1 gr?^ 

g^ 

g^ 

_ 

270 

^.z^ 

^H. vSl. 

J 


g. 3PT^ 


152, ^ ^ Sn^TR ^ '(IWK ^ 3TT^ ^ ^ ’^1 3i41<H 'icKi 

3^fg |pmH C^ ^ 31 ^'HR #HT?Jc<f5, 'JcHK ^ 

;qjT!nf?raRR ^ ^ST yTT^ I 

153 ;TTfgrcf)r5t w 3rf6rf^ ^ w afr? ^ ^ 

^H l j^p ig; ;q;EPTT3Tt c^ 3rjfTR W 

^irnfr rt^ R3%, ^ ^ ^ ^ ancR^raniT cf5^ 

^sn ^fR 15nfSra5Tt eERT ^ ^ ftRft ari^^r tr cT?r cRf^ 

^ f^TETR ^ ftRn RI^ ^ ^ f?P Ef?r^ ^ ^ 

f%£rf% wi #»n c^ i^tcR JTfgcT ^ EfR^n t I 
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MINBIW OF CXKVIMERCE AND INDUSTOY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 16th August, 2005 


Part I —Sec. II 


Final Finding 


kground and Initiation 

I/2004-DGAD.— Whereas, on the basis of an application filed by M/s 
■ganic Chemicals Industries Ltd. (herein after referred to as NOCIL or 
alleging dumping of Certain Rubber Chemicals namely MOR, PX13 
herein after referred to as subject goods) originating in or exported 
jropean Union, USA, Chinese Taipei and People Republic of China 
referred to as subject countries/ territories), the Designated Authority 
"referred to as the Authority), initiated an investigation vide notification 
August 2004. in accordance with Rules 5(5) of the Antidumping Rules 
le the existence, degree and effect of alleged dumping and to 
the amount of antidumping duty, which if levied would be adequate 
le injury to the domestic industry., 


National Oi 
petitioner) 
and TDQ ( 
from the Ei 
(hereinaftei 
(hereinaftei 
dated 

to determir 
recommenc 
to remove t 


1 - Authority notified its preliminary findings vide 

notification dated 8" April 2005, published in the Gazette of India Extraordinary 
recommend ng imposition of provisional antidumping duty on the subject goods 
imported from the subject countries/ territories. The Central Government vide 
Notification No. 63/2005- Customs Dated 7'" July 2005 imposed provisional 
antidumping duty on the subject goods. 

B. Furtf er Procedure 

3. Procedure described below has been followed with regard to this 

I after notification of the Preliminary Findings of the Authority in 
e above investigation. 

signated Authority sent copies of preliminary finding dated April 
D all Interested parties to this investigation, including the 
les/representatives of the subject countries/territories in India, 
iting exporters from the subject countries/territories, domestic 
and the importers participating in the investigation requesting 
make their views known in writing within 40 days of the notification 
‘eliminary findings.. 

3wing exporters, from the subject countries/territories have filed their 
inaire response to the initiation of the investigation and made 
substantive submissions after the preliminary findings: 
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1. M/s Flexsys NV, Belgium 

2. M/s Lanxess NV, Belgium 

3. M/s Lanxess GmbH, Germany 

4. M/s General Quimica SA, Spain 

iii) While M/s J.K Industries Ltd. filed its importers questionnaire response, the 
following importers and other interested parties have filed their 
responses/comments at different stages of the investigation: 

a) M/s Lanxess India Pvt. Ltd 

b) M/s Automotivre Tyres Manufactureres Association (ATMA) 

The Delegation of the European Union has also made a brief submission 
after the preliminary findings, which have been taken on record by the 
Authority. 

iv) The comments of the interested parties in response to the initiation of the 
investigation and the preliminary findings have been taken on record and 
the Authority has examined the issues raised therein in this finding. 

v) The Authority made available non-confidential version of the evidence 
presented by various interested parties in the form of a public file kept 
open for inspection by the interested parties; 

vi) For the sake of brevity the comments of various interested parties and 
issues raised prior to the preliminary findings and addressed therein have 
not been repeated in this finding. 

vii) The Authority held a public hearing on 27*^ April 2005 to provide an 
opportunity to all interested parties to present there views. The oral 
submissions made by the parties during the public hearing reproduced in 
writing have been taken on record for the purpose of this investigation. 

vlli) The Authority issued disclosure statements to all interested parties to this 
investigation on 22"*^ July 2005 intimating the essential facts under 
consideration by the Authority and methodology of determination proposed 
to be adopted by the Authority, and calling for the comments of the 
interested parties to the said disclosure. Only the domestic industry and the 
exporters from the European Union have filed their comments to the 
disclosure statement. Comments of the interested parties, to the extent they 
are relevant have been considered by the Authority in this finding. 

jx) The Authority has examined the confidentiality claims of various interested 
parties in respect of the data submitted by them. The information, which is 
by nature confidential or which has been provided on a confidential basis by 
the interested parties’ alongwith non-confidential summary thereof, has 
been treated confidential. ***** in this Notification represents information 
furnished by the petitioner on confidential basis and so considered by 
Authority under the Rules; 
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vestigation was carried out for the period starting from 1®* January 2003 to 
I®* December 2003 (POI) for the dumping determination and the trends for 
jury investigation was examined for a period from 2000-01 to 2002-03 and 
Dl 

roducts under Consideration and Like Article 

3 recorded in the preliminary findings the products under consideration in 
this investigation are three specific rubber chemicals used in manufacture of 
iroducts, namely: i) Anti-Degradants :PX 13 ii) Accelerators: MOR ii) 
Antioxidant :TDQ. Since the details of the products have been described in the 
iry findings, for the sake of brevity the same is not repeated in this 


assification 


TMA has argued that there is no such classification as ‘rubber 
chemicals’. The chemicals are classified as rubber accelerators, compound 
3rs, and anti-oxidizing preparations. The classification of the subject 
s into rubber chemicals is probably done on the basis of use of those 
s whereas there is no such classification in customs tariff. 

Authority notes that the products under consideration are chemicals 
the rubber industry and therefore, In generic term they are known as 
chemicals. It is further noted that there is no dedicated ITC HS 
ation or tariff head for the subject goods and products under 
ation are classified under various sub-headings of customs classification 
3.12.10, 38.12.20 and 38.12.30 as well as under 29.34.20 and 29.25.20 
git levels) of the Customs Tariff Act and ITC HS classification. Therefore, 
3ducts covered under various sub-heads have been covered under this 
tion. The Customs and ITC HS classifications are however, indicative 
are in no way binding on the scope of the present investigation. 

sws of the interested parties 

e interested parties, in their various submissions, have argued that the 
sd Authority should not have initiated a combined investigation covering 
[inctive and separate rubber chemicals i.e. PX-13, MOR and TDQ in a 
restigation. They have argued that the Authority ought to have treated 
each of I the four Rubber Chemicals separately as the markets, exporters, 

: producers and users may be different for each of these products! 
j, taking them together would exclude meaningful cooperation from a 
f parties in India, which would distort the facts. They have also argued 
lot possible to reach any determination on injury or volume/price effects 
•^aggregating the in'port data .separately for each of the chemicals 
jv the cancerf^e'f ri'icy have further argued that domestic 

ilouii jiJrii • u }; : tr?' uneriiicais involved are three different 

which are not inter se substitutable. It was therefore incumbent upon 
»rity to initiate separate investigations so that the dumping, injury and 
k analysis can be done in a meaningful way. 
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8. The domestic industry has argued that the subject goods are broadly used 
in treating rubber and rubber compounds and there is a great ° 

commonality with regard to producers and conwmers Therefore a 
investigation was more appropriate than investigating £'''^^5*® 
as long as all anaysis are conducted separately for the products under 
consideration. They have further argued that there are past pr^edence where 
the Authority had investigated multiple products in a single investigation. 

C.3 Examination by the Authority 

9 The Authority notes that neither the Agreement nor the Antidumping 

Rules prohibits in any manner investigation of multiple products in one 
investigation. As long as the Individual domestic products and the individual 
export products are like articles, and injury determination can be conducte 
against individual products, there is no explicit restriction in the Agreement to 
limit the investigation to single product as has been argued by the interested 
parties. 

10. The Authority further notes that the products under consideration in 
the present investigation, are three distinct yet same general category of rubber 
chemicals used in the rubber industry. The domestic industry is same for these 
rubber chemicals, which manufactures all these chemicals in the same 
manufacturing facilities. Therefore, initiation of a combined investigation was 
most ideal in this situation to optimize use of resources for such investigations. 
The Authority also notes that the initiation notification has amply clarified that 
both dumping and injury investigations are to be carried ou in resp 
individual products. The Authority also notes that the standing 

domestic industry has also been examined with respect to individual P^ucts^ 
Therefore, the arguments of the interested parties in this respect do not appear 

to be valid. 

11. The applicant has claimed that each individual product '^^cluded m the 

application is a stand-alone product and does not have inter se ^ 

with other rubber chemicals. These are specific chemicals used in specific reci^ 
used for manufacture of different types of rubber products and cannot te 
substituted for other chemicals though they are generally known as ao^lerators^ 
anti-oxidants and anti-degradant. Moreover, the rubber 

present application are also not inter se substitutable or interse like Pro^u^® 
these materials are used for specific end applications. Therefore, dumPing 
margins and all other analysis, including injury to the domestic industry has been 

done on individual products. 

12 These individual products are known by their chemical, as well as trade 
names world-over and there is no difference between ‘^e product manutotu^ 
by them and the import products. There is no difference in the 
hy the domestic industry and imported from subject country. The P'^°°ucts ar 
beinq directly imported by the tyre industry and also by traders for supply to other 
industries. The consumers are using the domestic and corresponding imp 
products interchangeably. 
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e individual products produced by the dpmestic industry and imported 
from subjfect countries/territories are identical in all essential characteristics and 
therefore! like articles within the meaning of the term as per the Rules. 

IMESTiC INDUSTRY 


tws of the interested parties 

3 interested parties have reiterated their views on the standing of the 
industry and have argued that the standing should have been 
vis-a vis the production by other Indian producers. They have argued 
authority ‘may’ and not ‘shall’ exclude the producers having imports in 
e or related to importers from the scope of domestic industry. Hence, 
rity must first decide whether it will include or exclude producers, who 
be importers, from the scope of domestic industry. It is only then that 
5tic industry standing of NQCIL may be determined and a finding to this 
uid be given by the Authority. They have also questioned the statement 
lestic industry that the other producers of the subject goods have either 
)roduction or turned traders. The domestic industry has argued that 
ducers have substantially exited from the production of the subject 
goods an(|t resorted to imports 

immatlon by the Authority 
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j application for the investigation has been filed by M/s. NOCIL, 
M/s Bayer India Ltd., M/s ICI Ltd. and M/s Merchem Ltd. are the other 
irers of some of these products under consideration. However, it has 
jed by the domestic industry that all of them have either ceased to 
he subject goods because of the dumped imports or substantially 
heir production and turned themselves into importer of the subject 
the three companies were asked by the Authority to provide necessary 
1 on their capacity, production, sales and imports of the subject goods 
o confirm their support or opposition to the application. However, no 
was received from these producers except from M/s ICI Ltd. who 
ie investigation. 

nsaction-wise import data provided by DGCI&S and other sources 
these companies have substantial imports of these products during the 
investigation. As far as Bayer India is concerned, the Company is 
M/s Bayer GmbH, a major producer and exporter of the subject goods 
jiTi its manufacturing facilities located at different locations. However, 
lucers did not respond to a specific request from the Authority, prior to 
of the investigation, seeking information from these domestic 
rers and their support or opposition to the application. Therefore, the 
concluded that there is no viable opposition to the investigation from 
domestic producers and in view of their importers status these 
nanufacturers do not qualify to be included in the domestic industry 
terms of Article 4.1 (i) of the Agreement. 
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17. The applicant is a multi-product manufacturer of organic chemicals. The 
Authority notes that the plant capacity of the petitioner, for the individual products 
under consideration, is dedicated. Taking into consideration the production of the 
individual chemicals (subject products under consideration) of the petitioner 
company and after disallowing the production of the producers who have 
substantial Imports of respective products, the applicant company commands a 
major proportion of the total domestic production of the products under 
consideration namely, PX-13, MOR and TDQ. In view of the above the Authority 
holds that the applicant commands the standing and fulfils the requisite criteria to 
represent the domestic industry, as required under Rule 5(a) and (b) and Rule 
2(b) of AD Rules. 

F. De Minimis Limits 

18. Automotive Tyre Manufac..''crs Association has argued that EU cannot be 

treated as a single territory for the purpose of Antidumping investigation and 
imports from several EU member countries are either nil or de minimis. In this 
connection the Authority notes that Section 9A (1), read with Rules 2 (f) and Rule 
10 provides that \A^en an article is exported from any ‘country’ or “territory’ [as 
defined under Rule 2(f)] to India at less than its normal value, the Authority can 
investigate and recommend imposition of antidumping duty subject to the 
provisions of the said Rules. For the purpose of this investigation the European 
Union has been treated as a single customs territory and the preliminary findings 
were issued accordingly. Therefore, the arguments of the importer have not been 
accepted. 

19. As per the import data received by the Authority from the Directorate 
General of Commercial Intelligence and Statistics (DGCI&S) and other 
secondary sources the imports of the individual products from the subject 
countries/territories are above the de minimis level. 

G. Other submissions and issues raised 

20. The Interested parties have reiterated their views on various aspects of 
the investigation in their post-preliminary finding and post-disclosure 
submissions, without repeating their arguments on various issues these 
arguments to the extent they are relevant have been summarized as follows: 

G.1 Exporters and other interested parties 

21. The exporters and other interested parties have inter alia argued 

• That the applicant industry, i.e. NOCIL has filed incomplete and inaccurate 
information or used excessive confidentiality in respect of information on 
estimates of normal value and dumping margin thereby violating the 
disclosure requirements as per the law; 

• That the Authority must disclose detailed import data and methodology 
adopted for determination of the injury, including the injury margin and the 
non-injurious price considered for this purpose; 
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for several years up to 2004 there had been a serious slump in prices 
rubber chemicals as a result of over capacity in the world market and all 
r ufacturers including the domestic industry in this case suffered loss on 
sustained basis. However, shortly prior to the initiation of this 
e stigation a dramatic reversal in this trend has commenced and the 
s have risen sharply as a result of rationalization of global capacities 
and down-sizing of production of major global producers. This has 
benefited all manufactures of rubber chemicals and therefore, there is no 
neeld for any protection to the domestic industry in this scenario. 

Thdt while the POI has been taken as a calendar year the injury 
investigation period covers three previous financial year and one calendar 
year (POI) thereby overlapping a quarter. It has been argued that such a 
comparison does not take into account the cyclic pattern of consumption 
inherent to any Industry. 


Thst 

abc 

anc 

sta 


the accuracy and adequacy of the data provided by the applicant 
ut the capacity and production of other domestic producers is doubtful 
full disclosure in this respect has not been provided. Therefore, the 
ihding determination could be flawed; 


G.2 Vie|ws of the Domestic Industry 

22. Th4 domestic industry, in its post preliminary finding submissions, has 
argued 

The it other domestic producers have not closed production but have 
suspended their production and resorted to trading and it has been 
admitted by the interested parties that this industry is undergoing 
con|siderable restructuring; 

Th^t as far as overlapping POI and injury period is concerned it Is 
appropriate to compare the performance of the POI (calendar year) with 
the previous years (accounting years) and such approach is followed by 
the Authorities under many jurisdictions; 

Th^t it has been conceded by the exporters that the producers world over 
are having over capacity, which has resulted In losses forcing these global 
producers to undertake rationalization of capacities; 

Th^t the responses of the cooperating exporters are deficient in many 
resDect and the exporters have resorted to excessive confidentiality; and 
sut missions made by the exporters on non-confidential basis do not 
permit reasonable understanding of the substance of information provided 
to the Authority on confidential basis; 

Thit China has been treated as a non-market economy by the European 
Corimisslon and USA as well as Indian Authority in several cases and 
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therefore, it should be treated so In the Instant case in terms of para 8 of 
Annex-1 (as amended) and normal value should be determined 
accordingly in terms of para 7 of the said annex-1 to the Rule; 

G.3 Examination by the Authority 

23. The Authority has taken note of various arguments of the interested 
parties and the issues have been examined in appropriate manner. 

24. As far as information on other producers and standing determination is 
concerned the Authority notes that other known producers of the subject goods 
were specifically asked by the Authority before initiation of the investigation to 
provide information on these issues. However, no response was received from 
these producers. Therefore, the information supplied by the applicant has been 
accepted as the best information that was reasonably available with the 
Authority. 

25. Regarding estimates of normal value and confidentiality claims of the 
same, the Authority notes that the domestic industry has provided an estimate of 
the normal value based on cost of production in the countries of export based on 
certain data of certain producers and such information are confidential in nature. 
Therefore, the details of estimates, and elements of costs, which are based on 
certain confidential data, could not be disclosed. However, the Authority notes 
that the normal values in the countries of exporters have been determined based 
on the cooperating exporters data, to the e)4ent the data was made available by 
them. Therefore, the interests of the exporters have not been affected by non¬ 
disclosure of estimates of the normal value in any manner. The Authority also 
notes that the confidential information provided by any interested party, including 
the applicant, without sufficient non-confidential summary are liable to be ignored 
by the Authority and Authority Is at liberty to proceed with facts available with it. 
The Authority further notes that the confidentiality claims of domestic industry 
have been carefully considered bv the Authority. The applicant being a multlr 
product company, the information relating to its production and sale s have been 
claimed as confidential and have been treated so bv the Authority a nd indexed 
data in respect of all the information have been adequately provided in the 
disclosures for a meaningful understanding of the same. Therefore , the argument 
of the exporter in this respect has not been found to be valicL 

26. As far as issue of POI and injury period is concerned, the Authority notes 
that the POI cannot and need not always be the same as the financial/ 
accounting year or calendar year. The POI would vary depending upon the time 
of initiation of the Investigation. Therefore, it would not be practicable to adopt a 
uniform POI and injury investigation period. Since twelve-month data is being 
compared the comparison is considered as reasonable as possible. 

27. With regards to the comments of the interested parties regarding changes 
in certain figures in the disclosures compared to the preliminary findings the 
Authority notes that the preliminary findings were issued based on certain verified 
data and desk analysis of certain data/information, which were in the process of 
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eing collected/verified or analysed, whereas the final findings are based on 
erified data after completion of the investigation. Therefore, certain variation in 
ata is r ormal. Therefore, the arguments of the interested parties have not been 
found to be acceptable. 

etermination of Dumping Margin 

roduct: PX-13 

ie Authority notes that only two exporter from the European Union i.e 
M/s Fle)tsys NV. Belgium and M/s Lanxess GmbH, Germany, have filed their 
naire response in respect of this product. Though the product is 
' dumped from Chinese Taipei also, no response has been received from 
irter from Chinese Taipei in respect of this product. 

rtexsys NV, Belgium 

's Flexsys NV Belgium has filed a detailed questionnaire response to the 
tion only in respect of 6 PPD or PX 13 and based on their response and 
ies therein certain additional information were also called for. The 
also conducted on-the spot investigation and verification of the data 
i by this exporter and on the basis of the verification conducted detailed 
)n reports was sent to them for their comments. 

le Authority notes that this exporter produces 6PPD and sells the same 
Tiestic market as well as in the Indian market. The product is equivalent 
13 manufactured and sold by the domestic producer in India. Therefore, 
nstitutes the like product for this exporter and domestic sales data of 
s been accepted for the purpose of determination of the normal value 
(porter. 

irmal Value 

r the purpose of this investigation the sales within the European Union 
treated as home market sales to determine the normal value of the 
During the POI the Company had ***** transactions of the product under 
consideration and the total quantity sold in the EU market are as follows: 


ED other than UK 

UK_ 

[Total 


Quantity 

Net Value 
(DDP) 

Unit Price 
(DDP) 

Currency 

Unit Price 
US$ 

(DDP) 

Average 
Exchange Rate 

KG 







kkkkk 

***** 

Euro 

***** 

1.154 

kkkkk 

kkkkk 

***** 

GBP 

***** 

1.63 


kkkkk 

***** 



--- 
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32. The domestic sales are in sufficient quantity and representative for the 
purpose of determination of the normal value. The transactions are also at arms 
length. 


33. The domestic sale transactions within the EU are Delivered Duty paid 
basis. Therefore, the exporter has claimed adjustment towards inland transport 
from the above DDP price to arrive at the Ex-works price. The above adjustment 
has been verified and weighted average adjustment on account of local transport 
worked out to US$***** per Kg. The transactions were subjected to ordinary 
course of trade test against the cost of production verified by the Authority. Since 
more than 80% of the quantity sold is above the cost of production entire 
domestic sales have been taken into account for determination of normal value. 
Accordingly the Normal value of the product under consideration, based on its 
domestic sales worked out as follows: 



Unit Price 
US$/KG 

Quantity KG 

Adjustment 

US$/KG 

Net Unit 

Price 

US$/KG 






EU other than UK 

***** 

***** 


***** 

UK 

***** 

***** 

***** 

***** 

Weighted Average Normal Value 

***** 


b) Export Price 

34. During the POI the exporter exported ***** MT of the subject goods to 
India. The exports to India being at GIF prices the export prices have been 
adjusted towards, Inland fright, commission, handling charges, ocean fright as 
per their records. Accordingly, the net export price has been worked out as 
follows: 


Quantity (KG) 

***** 

Gross Value US$ 


Commission US$ 

***** 

Net of Commission US$ 

***** 

Inland Freight US$ 

***** 

Handling US$ 

***** 

Ocean Freight US$ 


Net of Freights US$ 

***** 

Unit Price US$/KG 

***** 


c) Dumping Margin 

35. For the purpose of determination of dumping margin the ex-works normal 
value and export prices so determined have been compared at the same level of 
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trade. AccDrdingly, the dumping margin for this exporter has been determined as 
follows: 


Exporter 


1 9i fjjj d BSSlEii!! m 



26.82% 


36. The: exporter, in its post disclosure submission, has not commented 
anything on the dumping determination. Therefore, the dumping determination 
as above is confirmed. 


G.1.2 M/s Lanxess GmbH, Germany 

37. M/s Lanxess GmbH has filed its response for only one product i.e PX-13 
(Volkanox 4020). However, the exporter did not fully cooperate with the Authority 
for deterrrination of its normal value as per the Rules. The exporter has further 
argued that it is not necessary to make sales at profit for the same to constitute 
sales in tie ordinary course of trade and it is necessary for the Authority to 
consider tie market forces and conditions in operation at relevant time for the 
products under investigation in order to determine whether sales made at loss 
would automatically mean that the same were not in the ordinary course of trade. 
In this connection the Authority refers to the Article 2.2.1 of the Agreement which 
provides tiat “sales of the like product in the domestic market of the exporting 
country or sales to a third country at prices below per unit (fixed and variable) 
costs of production plus administrative, selling and general costs may be treated 
as not be ng in the ordinary course of trade by reason of prices and may be 

disregarded in determining norma! value.” Since the provision of the 

Agreement is clear in this respect, the arguments of the exporter are not tenable. 
However, the exporter provided the information pertaining to its exports to India. 
According y, this exporter has been treated as partially cooperative. 

a) Normal Value: Lanxess GmbH 

38. Sin:e the responding exporter did not fully cooperate in determination of 
normal value in the country/territory of export, the normal value has been 
determined on facts available basis in terms of Article 6.8 of the Agreement. For 
the purpose of this determination the highest transaction value of commercial 
quantities of the cooperating exporter has been accepted as the normal value for 
this expoiter. The exporter has not claimed any adjustment on its transaction 
prices and therefore, it is presumed that the price is at the ex-factory level. 
Accordincly the normal value of PX-13 proposed to be determined as US$ ***** 
per KG 

b) Export Price: Lanxess Gmbh 

39. Lanxess GmbH exported ***** MT of PX-13 to India during the POI at an 
average GIF price of US$***** per KG. Since the exports to India are at GIF 
prices adjustments towards inland and ocean freight, insurance and handling 
charges, a id commission are to be deducted from this price to arrive at net ex¬ 
woks expoit price. 
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40. Total Freight cost per MT works out to Euro ***** per MT. At the average 
exchange rate of i Euro = 1:154 US$ during the POI the fright cost works out to 
US$***** per IVfr (US$ **^* per KG) 

• 41. The insurar^ pHemium paid bv the exporter on its export sales to India 
was ***** % of the insured value (CFR value + 10%). Therefore, insurance cost 
per KG works out to US$ ***** per KG. 

42. As a group policy the exporter pays a commission of ***** % to Bayer 
(Lanxess) India on all export sales to India. The company extracted from its 
system the data pertaining to the actual commission paid to Bayer on individual 
transactions to India for verification. Therefore, incidence of Commission per KG 
of subject good exported to India works out to US$ ***** per KG. 

43. No difference In domestic and export packing was found for admitting any 
adjustment. On the basis of the above the net export price for the above 
exporter for MOR works out as follows: 


Average GIF 
Price 

Commission 

Freight 

Insurance 

Net Ex works 

Per Kg 

Per Kg 

Per Kg 

. Per Kg 

Per Kq 



***iHkr 

***** 

***** 


c) Dumping Margins (Lanxess GmbH) PX-13 

44. For arriving at the dumping margin the export price has been compared 
with the normal value at the same level of trade, i.e. at ex-works level, during the 
POI. The exporter has not claimed any adjustments towards the differences that 
affect price comparability, including differences in conditions and terms of sales, 
taxation, levels of trade, quantities, physical characteristics, and any other 
differences, which are demonstrated to affect price comparability. Accordingly, 
the dumping margins for the producers/exporters of the subject goods in the 
subject countries have been determined as under:- 




EXPORT 

PRICE 

($/Kg) 

DUMPING 

MARGIN 

($/Kg) 

DUMPING 

MARGIN 

(%) 

Lanxess GmbH 

***** 

***** 

***** 

40.48% 


G.1.3 All other exporters from EU: PX-13 

45. For the non-cooperative exporters from the European Union the Authority 
has determined the dumping margin based on facts available. Normal Value for 
the non-cooperative exporters has been determined as US$***** Per Kg based on 
facts available. Similarly, export price has been determined as US$***** per Kg 
based on the average GIF export price after allowing for adjustments towards 
Commissions, inland transportation, ocean freight and insurance as applicable. 
Accordingly, the dumping margin for all other exporters from the EU works out to 
US$***** Per Kg (44.54%). 
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G.1.4 All exporters from Chinese Taipei 

46. The Authority notes that none of the exporters/producers from Chinese 
Taipei has provided any response or information on the normal value as per the 
prescribed questionnaire. No argument has been extended by any interested 
party regarding the provisional determination of dumping in respect of Chinese 
Taipei. Therefore, the Authority proposes to confirm its finding in respect of this 
country £ s follows: 

47. The constructed normal value based on estimated cost of production with 
reasonable profit of the subject good in the Chinese Taipei as per the best 
information available as per the Rules above has been determined as US$ ***** 
per Kg. 

48. Tt e Authority has worked out the weighted average export price of all 
compara 5le transaction in respect of imports from the Chinese Taipei to arrive at 
the CIF export price to India which works out to US$***** PMT. The export price 
so assessed, being the CIF export price, adjustments towards inland 
transportation, ocean freight, insurance and commission totaling to US$ *****/Kg 
based on the facts available, have been considered in view of complete non 
cooperat on by the concerned exporters. Accordingly, net-export price at the ex¬ 
factory level has been determined as US$ ***** Per Kg. 

49. The ex-works normal value has been compared with the normal value so 
determin(5d at the same level of trade to determine the dumping margin which 
works ou to US$ ***** Per Kg (36.86%) for all exporters from Chinese Taipei. 

G.2 Pr oduct: MOR 

50. The Authority notes that though the subject goods are allegedly being 
dumped ' rom the European Union, USA and China PR, only one exporter from 
the European Union H.e M/s Lanxess NV, Belgium has filed a questionnaire 
response in respect of this product. No response has been received from any 
exporter from the other countries i.e. USA and China PR in respect of this 
product. 

G.2.1 M/;5 Lanxess NV, Belgium 

51. As noted in the preliminary findings of the Authority, M/s Lanxess NV, 
Belgium ^as filed its questionnaire response for only one product i.e. MOR. 
Lanxess SIV produces and sells vulcanizing accelerator MOR in the name of 
Vulkacit VIOZ which is equivalent of the product under consideration and 
therefore, there is no issue regarding the like article. However, the exporter failed 
to fully cooperate with the Authority in determination of normal value of the 
product. They have further argued that it is not necessary to make sales at profit 
for the same to constitute sales in the ordinary course of trade and it is necessary 
for the Authority to consider the market forces and conditions in operation at 
relevant t me for the products under investigation in order to determine whether 
sales made at loss would automatically mean that the same were not in the 
ordinary course of trade. In this connection the Authority refers to the Article 2.2.1 
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of the Agreement which provides that “sales of the like product in the domestic 
market of the exporting country or sales to a third country at prices below per unit 
(fixed and variable) costs of production plus administrative, selling and general 
costs may be treated as not being in the ordinary course of trade by reason of 

prices and may be disregarded in determining normal value.Since the 

provision of the Agreement Is clear in this respect, the arguments 6f the exporter 
are not tenable. 

52. The exporter hov\«ver, provided necessary information about its exports to 
India. In view of their non-cooperation in determination of normal value the 
exporter has been treated as partially cooperative. 

a) Normal Value: Lanxess NV. 

53. Since the exporter did not fully cooperate with of the Authority to 
determine the normal value of the above product in terms of the Rules the 
Authority has determined the normal value on facts available based on the 
highest commercial transaction value of this exporter. Accordingly the ex-works 
normal value has been determined as Euro ***** (US$ *****) per Kg. • 

b) Export Price: Lanxess NV 

54. M/s Lanxess NV had exported ***** MT of MOR to India during the POI 
out of which ***** MT was exported to its affiliated concern Bayer (Lanxess) India 
and rest was exported to other unaffiliated customers. However, no major price 
difference between the unit price between the prices offered to unaffiliated 
customers and affiliated customer was found. Since there Is no major price 
difference between unaffiliated and affiliated sales the entire export volume to 
India was examined for the purpose of arriving at weighted average net ex-works 
export price of MOR for this exporter. The weighted average GIF price of exports 
to India during the POI was US$*****.Per KG. 

55. Since the exports to India are at GIF prices adjustments towards inland 
and ocean freight, insurance and handling charges, and commission are to be 
deducted from this price to arrive at net ex-woks export price. 

56. Total Freight cost per MT works out to Euro ***** per MT At the average 
exchange rate of 1 Euro = 1.154 US$ during the POI the fright cost works out to 
US$***** per MT (US$ ***** per KG) 

57. The insurance premium paid by the exporter on its export sales to India 
was ***** % of the insured value (GFR value + 10%). Therefore, insurance cost 
per KG works out to US$ ***** per KG. 

58. Incidence of Gommission @ of ***** % of GIF price per KG of subject good 
exported to India works out to US$ ***** per KG. 

59. No difference in domestic and export packing was found for admitting any 
adjustment. 
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60. On he basis of the above the net export price for the above efxporter for 
MOR work: > out as follows: 


Average 

Price 

GIF 

Gommission 

Freight 

Insurance 

Net Ex works 

Per K( 

_ 

Per Kg 

Per Kg 

Per Kg 

Per Kg 








c) Dunhping Margin: Lanxess NV (Product MOR) 


61. Since no other adjustments have been claimed or substantiated by the 
exporter ex-works Normal Value so determined on facts available basis has 
been compared with the ex-works export price to India at the same level of trade 
and the dimping margin works out to US$*‘*** per Kg i.e. 24.4 % of the export 
price. 

G.2.2 All c ther exporters from EU 

62. Nornal value for ail other exporters from the EU determined provisionally 
in the prel minary findings is confirmed as no other material facts have been 
placed before the Authority to revise the same. Accordingly, the normal value for 
all other exDorters from the EU has been determined as US$ ***** per Kg on facts 
available basis. 

63. Ex-works Export Price has been determined on the basis of average 
export price from the European Union after allowing for adjustments towards 
commissions, inland freight, ocean freight and insurance. Average GIF price of 
the subject goods from the EU has been determined as US$***** per Kg. After 
allowing adj jstments towards ocean freight, inland freight, insurance commission 
etc. the net ox-work export price works out to US$***** per Kg 

64. Accordingly, dumping margin for all non-cooperative exporters from the 
EU works out to US$ ***** per Kg (29.06%). 

G.2.3. All exporters from the USA ^ * 

65. As noted in the preliminary findings none of the exporters/producers from 
the USA has provided any response or information on the normal value as per 
the prescrib9d questionnaire. The interested parties have also not provided any 
additional material facts before the Authority requiring a review of the Estimated 
normal valua, export price and dumping margin for the exports from the USA. 
Therefore, the Authority confirms its findings in respect of this country as per the 
best availab e information in terms of the Rules 6(8) supra as follows: 

66. Normal Value of MOR for all exporters from the USA is proposed to be 
confirmed as US$***** per Kg. 

67. The y\uthority has worked out the weighted average export price of all 
comparable transaction in respect of imports from the USA to arrive at the GIF 
export price to India which works out to US$***** per Kg. The export price so 
assessed, bsing the GIF export price, adjustments toward^ inland transportation, 
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ocean freight, Insurance and commission totaling to US$ ***** /Kg based on the 
facts at/ailable, have been dbnsideredin view of complete non cooperation by the 
concerned exporters. Accordingly, net-export price at the ex-factory lOvel has 
been determined as US$***** Per Kg. 

68. The ex-works normal value has bepn compared with the normal value so 
determined at the same lev^l of trade and the dumping margin is proposed to be 
determined as US$****^* Per Kg (40%) for all exporters from the USA. 

G.2.4 All exporters from ChFtne ^ 

V X 

69. The Authority notes that none of the exporters/producers from ChSnaPR 

has provided any response or information on the normal value as. i^r the 
prescribed questionnaire or’ rebutted the non-market economy presumption 
against Chinese exporters. The Authority therefore, holds that none of the 
exporters'from China PR has cooperated with the Authority as envisaged under 
the Rules. Pares of Annex II of the Rules provides that for the exporters fiom the 
non-market economy countries the normal value can be determined on the basis 
of cost of production and a reasonable profit for frie product under consideration 
in an appropriate third country Including Indi^. The interested partied heve 
argued that the Authority should have notified the appropriate third country 
before selecting India as the appropriate third country for determination of hormal 
value in terms of para 7 of /^nnex II of the Rules. However, the Authority notes 
that there is no cooperation from any exporter from China and no materiai facts 
have been placed by any interested parties for selection of an appropriate third 
country. Therefore, the Authority has constructed the normal value in China 
based on estimated cost of production in China with reasonable profit Tor 
estimating the cost of production, international price of raw material ^ and 
conversion cost based on best available information has been relied, up*on. 
Accordingly, the Constructed Normal Value of MOR for all exporters from China 
has been determined as; US$ ***** per Kg. - 

70. The Authority has worked out the weighted average export price-of aU 
comparable transactions in respectt)f imports from the China PRto arfivelj^'the 
CIF export price to India which works out to US$***** /Kg. Thf-export price so 
assessed, being the CIF export price, adjustments towards inland transportation, 
ocean freight, insurance and commission totaling to US$ ***** per Kg based on 
the facts available, have been considered in view of complete non cooperation by 
the concerned exporters. Accordingly, net-export price at the ex-factory level has 
been determined as US$***** Per Kg. 

71. The ex-wdrks hbrmal value has been compared with the normal value so 
determined to determine The dumping margin which works out to US$ ***** Per 
Kg (37.45%) for all exporters from China PR. 

G.3 Product TDQ 

72. The Authority notes that TDQ is allegedly dumped from the European 
Union and Chinese Taipei. However, only one exporter from the European Union 
i.e. M/s General Quimica SA, has filed its questionnaire response in respect of 
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average of ti 
sales are at < 
determinatiof 
US$***** Per 
domestic sa 
accordingly i 
which works 
records and r 
at the ex-fac 
PMT (US$*** 


M/s Lanxess GmbH, Germany has provided only data regarding 
ic selling price of the product in the EU market and has submitted 
Juct is not exported by them to India but their domestic sales prices 
ovided to help the Authority for an objective determination in respect 
3t. No other exporter from Chinese Taipei has filed any response to 
in respect of this product. 

eneral Quimica SA 

eneral Quimica SA, Spain has fijed its questioilnaire response in 
product Rubatan 184 which is equivalent to the product TDQ. This 
significant sale of this product in the domestic EU market and very 
exported to India. The.(questionnaire response of this exporter was 
during on the spot investigation conducted by the Authority and a 
sport was also sent to the exporter for their corhments. Based on 
dumping margin for this exporter has been determined as follows; 

li Value 

)rmal value for this exporter has been determined as the weighted 
le domestic sale transactions in the ordinary course of trade. The 
irms length and in sufficient quantity to be adopted for normai value 
Accordingly, the normal value works out to Euro ***** Per MT or 
MT at the average Exchange Rate.of 1 Euro= 1.154 US$. The 
es (within the European Union) are on delivered basis and 
he exporter has claimed adjustment towards transportation cost 
out to Euro ***** per MT on average basis as verified from their 
ormal value so determined has been accordingly adjusted to arrive 
ory level. The net-ex-works normal value works out to Euro ***** 

* Per Kg) 

Price 


/o. I ne e; 
at the GIF pr 
inland freight, 
***** PMT = 
admissible ai 
dispatched in 
net ex-works ( 
exporter’s owr 


porter had exported only ***** MT of TDQ to India during the POI 
ce of US$***** PMT. The GIF price has been adjusted towards 
i'^surance, handling charges, ocean freight and insurance for Euro 
US$ ***** PMT. No adjustment towards packing is claimed or 
; ail consignments, including domestic and export sales are 
3 ply paper bags and wooden pallets. Therefore, weighted average 
5xport price of exports to India has been determined based on the 
t data works out to US$***** PMT (US$***** per Kg). 


c) Dumping Margin 

76. Weighted average normai value determined at ex-factory level has been 
compared witt the weighted average net export price determined above and the 
dumping margin for this exporter is determined as US$‘*‘** PMT fUS$ ***** oer 
Kg) i.e. 29.46%. ^ 
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G.3.2 All other exporters from EU 

77. The Authority notes that other than Ms General Quimica SA, M/s laxness 
GmbH has provided certain information about its sale of TDQ in its home market 
as a proof of normal value in the European Union. However, this information has 
not been substantiated and the levels of trade for these transactions are not 
known. The exporter has also not provided any information to conduct ordinary 
course of trade test on these transactions. Therefore, this data could not be 
relied upon. In view of the above the Authority confirms its determination of 
dumping margin in respect of ail other exporters fro the European Union as 
notified in the provisional findings. 

78. The normal value for all non-cooperating exporters in the EU has been 
determined on the basis of highest domestic transaction value of the cooperating 
exporter as the best information available. Accordingly, the ex-works Normal 
value for the non-cooperating exporters from the EU has been determined as 
Us$***** Per MT (US$***** per Kg). 

79. The ex-works export price of the subject goods for the non-cooperating 
exporters have been estimated based on the cooperating exporter’s lowest 
transaction value, after adjusting for ocean freight, inland freight, insurance, 
handling charges and commission at the rate of ***** % . Accordingly, the net 
export price for the non-cooperating exporters is proposed to be determined as • 
US$***** Per MT (US$****‘ per Kg). Accordingly, the dumping margin for all non¬ 
cooperating exporters from the European Union is confirmed as US$***** Per MT 
(US$***** Per KG) i.e. 34.8%. 

G.3.3 All exporters from Chinese Taipei 

80. The Authority notes that none of the exporters/producers from Chinese 
Taipei has provided any response or information on the normal value as per the 
prescribed questionnaire. No material facts have also been placed before the 
Authority after notification of the preliminary findings. Therefore, the Authority 
proposes ta confirm its findings on determination of constructed normal value 
based on Estimated cost of production with reasonable profit of the subject good 
in the Chinese Taipei as per the best information available. Accordingly, the 
Normal Value of TDQ for all exporters from the Chinese Taipei is confirmed as 
US$ ***** Per Kg. 

81 The Authority has worked out the weighted average export price of all ’ 
Comparable transactions in respect of imports from the Chinese Taipei to arrive 
at the CIF export price to India which works out to US$***** Per Kg. The export 
price so assessed, being the CIF export price, adjustments towards inland 
transportation, ocean freight, insurance and commission based on the facts 
available, have been considered in view of complete non cooperation by the 
concerned exporters. Accordingly, net-export price at the ex-factory level has 
been determined as US$ ***** Per Kg. 

82. The ex-works normal value has been compared with the normal value so 
determined at the same level of trade to determine the dumping margin which 
works out to US$***** Per Kg (32.14%) for all exporters from Chinese Taipei. 
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G.4 Dumping Margins: Summary 


Product 



Exporter 


Flexsys NV 


Lanxess GmbH ; 


All Others 


All Exporters 


Lanxess NV 
All others 


All Exporters 


All Exporters 


General Quimica SA 


All other Exporters 


All Exporters 



US$/KQ I US$/KG 1 US$/KG 



OuFTiping 
Margin % 


26 . 82 % 


40 . 48 % 


44 *. 54 % 


24 . 44 % 


29 > 06 % 


40 . 00 % 


29 . 46 % 


34 . 86 % 


32 . 14 % 


H. INJUI^Y AND CAUSAL LINK Dfe' ^ '&^MINATION 

H.1 Viewt i of the Exporters and othur interested parties 

83.' The views of the interested parties hav^ been noted by the Authority in the 
preliminary lindings. In their respective post-pF@lim!r1ary finding submissions the 
interested parties, including the exporters from the subject countries and ATMA, 
have reitera ed their arguments in respect Of the injury claims of the domestic 
industry. The basic arguments of .these interested parties have been summarized 
as follows: 


That under the Rules it is the onus of the' Designated Authority to come to 
clear and. tacit finding of whether injury causdd to the domestic injury is 
material or non-material and/or injury is negligible; 

That :he return on investment claimed by the domestic industcy on the 
basis of which injury has been claimed is unwarranted and untenable; 

That :he bench marks of higher Jlrofits for the domestic industry is not 
justified on the basis of profits earned by the foreign producers and profit 
earned by the domestic industry only is required to be considered for 
determining NIP for the domestic industry; 

That rom the disclosures in the preliminary finding of the Authority it is 
clear hat on critical parameters like capacity, production, sales and cost of 
production there is an improvement in the performance of the domestic 
indus ry and therefore, the injury, if any, in other parameters cannot be 
treated as ‘material injury’ to the domestic industry; 

That Article 3.4 of the Agreement casts an obligation on the Authority to 
exam ne all the listed factors in respect of all the three distinct products 
and the Authority must give a complete finding in this respect. 

That the applicant has no locus standi to comment about any issues 
concerning dumping and injury for other domestic producers; 

That he applicant company was declared a sick industrial company under 
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the Board of Industrial and Financial Reconstruction (BIFR) in the year 
2004 and therefore, inability of the applicant to raise fresh investment has 
nothing to do with the exports of the subject goods from the subject 
countries/ territories; 

• That the supposedly injury to the domestic industry stems from the fact of 
liability passed on the rubber chemicals division from its petrochemicals 
division which has been hived off; 

• That there is a limited availability of the domestic industry’s capacity to 
attend to the Indian market as their product is also destined for exports. 
Therefore, it could not be concluded that the increase of the allegedly 
dumped imports have affected the domestic industry; 

• That in view of the volatile prices of the petroleum products worldwide, it is 
unfair and burdensome to recommend duty on fixed duty basis and 
Authority ought to consider duty on reference price mechanism if any; 

• Lanxsess NV and Lanxsess GmbH have claimed that they have several 
cost advantages in respect of availability of basic raw materials and 
process involved as well as advantage of economies of scale and they are 
the only competent parties in the investigation to comment on these 
aspects in view of the fact that they actually manufacture and sale the 
subject goods in both India and the EU; 

• Lanxsess India has submitted that in view of the global capacity and 
demand imbalance Lanxsess India has switched production to other niche 
products as a part of its key business strategy in a difficult market situation 
(which the petitioner company has failed to do) and not as a result of the 
alleged dumping. 

• That the applicant has selectively used data from two different sources to 
present a composite data to the Authority ; 

• That the applicant’s own Annual Reports state that Increasingly difficult 
situation was faced by them due to a combination of low selling prices 
owing to global over capacity and high raw material prices due to a 
hardening of crude and petroleum feedstock. This establishes that the 
applicant did not attribute the difficulties to dumping; 

• ATMA has submitted that Increase in imports has not affected the sales 
volume of the domestic industry and there is no negative relationship 
between the imports and domestic sales volume. They have argued that 
the imports have increased only due to the strategic decision of other 
manufacturers namely M/s Bayer India, M/s Merchem and M/s ICI Ltd. to 
reduce or stop production with respect to each of the subject rubber 
chemicals and due to consistent increase in demand; 

84. The domestic industry has contested the arguments of the interested 
parties that the domestic industry does not suffer any material injury on account 
of'the dumped imports from the subject countries/territories_and injury if any, is 
due to factors other than the dumped imports. In its post preliminary finding 
submissions they have reiterated their claim of injury and causal links and have 
argued that number of parameters with respect to the performance of the 
domestic industry has shown declining or deteriorating trends and Improvement 
or positive trends in some of the parameters are sub-optimal. They have argued 
that normal impact of increase in capacity, production, sales volume should result 
in improvement in profit, cash-flow and return in capital employed, whereas in 
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spite of positive trend in volume terms, the performance of the company has 
deterioratsd in financial terms. Therefore, they have argued that the Authority 
should confirm its findings of material injury to the domestic industry. 

85. Th 3 Authority has noted the views expressed by the interested parties in 
respect of the injury claims of the domestic industry. The mandatory factors of 
injury have been examined by the Authority in its determination and causal link 
analysis i i these findings to the extent they are relevant and valid. 

H.2 Cumulative assessment of injury 

86. Th 3 Authority notes that the dumped imports are entering the Indian 
market simultaneously from the subject countries/territories. The issue of 
cumulative assessment of the injury caused to the domestic industry due to 
dumped i riports from these sources has been examined in terms of Article 3.4 to 
the Agreement and it Is observed that; 

i) The margins of dumping of individual .products from each of the 
subject countries/territories are more than the de minimis limit; 

ii) The volume of imports of individual products from each of the subject 
countries/territories is more than the limits prescribed; 

iii) The domestic product and product supplied by producers in various 
countries are like articles; 

ivy Imported products and domestically produced subject goods are 
interchangeable and are being interchangeably used. Transaction 
wise information on imports from various countries shows that the 
imports are being made by actual users in the Rubber industry as 
well as traders who have purchased the material for reselling. Goods 
supplied by the countries involved are entering the Indian markets 
through the same channels of distributions and directly competing in 
the same market; 

v) Products supplied from the subject countries are being marketed in 
India during the same period through comparable sales channels 
and under similar commercial conditions; 

vi) Imports of individual products from each of the subject countries 
have increased; 

vii; The domestic producer and exporters in the subject countries are 
selling the product to the same category of consumers; 

.viii) Imports from the subject countries are significantly undercutting the 
prices of the domestic industry in the market; 

Therefore, the Authority has examined the injury to the domestic industry in this 
case cumulatively covering the imports from all dumped sources. 
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H.3 Comparison methodology adopted 

87. The products under consideration i.e. MOR, PX-13 and TDQ have been 
treated as separate and distinct products and are not inter se like products to 
each other within the meaning of Rule 2(d). Therefore, Authority has assessed 
injury to the domestic industry individually for each of# the subject rubber 
chemicals. The injury examination has been carried out considering data for the 
years 2000-2001, 2001-2002, 2002-2003 and Jan.-Dee.. 2003 (POI). 

88. The Authority notes that the domestic injjustry is found to be having 
significant export activities. However, for the purpose of the injury analysis the 
performance of the domestic industry has been assessed only in respect of 
domestic market. Therefore, injury if any, caused due to the export performance 
of the domestic industry has not been attributed to the injury caused on account 
of its domestic operations. 

H.4 Import data and other issues 

89. With regard to the volume of the dumped imports, the Designated 
Authority is required to consider whether there has been a significant increase in 
dumped imports, either in absolute terms or relative to production and 
consumption in India. 

90. Volume of imports for each of the subject rubber chemical from the subject 
countries and territories has been analysed based on the data received from 
DGCIS and also reported in the secondary source (IBIS). The transaction-wise 
data reported by IBIS for all Rubber Chemicals have been compared with 
DGCI&S data for identifying individual products and compilation of data for the 
individual products. After pruning the data for unrelated products DGCI&S data is 
proposed to be used for the purpose of the injury determination. The arguments 
of the interested parties in this respect do not appear to be valid. 

H.5 Examination of Injury Parameters 

91. Rule 11 of Antidumping Rules read with Annexure -II provides that an 
injury determination shall involve examination of factors that may indicate injury 
to the domestic industry, “.... taking irfto account all relevant facts, including the 
volume of dumped imports, their effect on prices in the domestic market for like 
articles and the consequent effect of such imports on domestic producers of such 
articles.. .” In considering the effect the dumped import^ on prices, it is 
considered necessary to examine whether there has been a significant price 
undercutting by the dumped imports as compared with the price of the like article 
in India, or whether the effect of such imports is otherwise to depress prices to a 
significant degree or prevent price increases, which otherwise would have 
occurred, to a significant degree. 

92. The Authority notes that the investigation covers three distinct rubber 
chemicals used in the rubber industry. Therefore, in the preliminary findings the 
injury determination was conducted treating these products as three different and 
distinct products’‘and injury caused to the domestic industry on account of 
individual products was examined separately. 



93. For the examination of the impact of the dumped imports on the domestic 
industry in India, indices having a bearing on the state of the industry such as 
production, capacity utilization, sales volume, stock, profitability, net sales 
realization, the magnitude and margin of dumping, etc. have been considered in 
accordance with Annexure II of the rules supra. 

94. All economic parameters affecting the Domestic Industry as indicated 
above such as production, capacity utilization, sales volume as welfas volume 
and price effects of dumped imports on the domestic industry have been 
examined as under:- 

H.4.1 Volume Effects of Dumped Imports: Import volumes and market 
shares 

H.4.1.1 MOR 


a) Import Volumes 


95. Wit 1 regard to the volume of the dumped imports, the Authority is required 
to considc r whether there has been a significant increase in dumped imports, 
either in a Dsolute terms or relative to production or cxinsumption in India. 


96. On the basis of the examination the import data import volume of MOR 
works out as follows; 

_Qty in MT 




97. The above data indicxites that the dumped imports from the subject 
countries nave increased by over 100% over the base year and the dumped 
imports constitute more than 95% of total imports of this product. The share of 
dumped imports in the total imports of the subject goods has significantly 
increased from about 90% in the base year to 98% during the POI. The imports 
from other sources are negligible 


b) Actual and potential effect on Capacity, Production, Capacity 
Utilizatior 


98. Perbrmance of the domestic industry in terms of capacity, production, 
capacity u ilization and sales in respect of MOR has been as under;- 
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MOR 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

POI 

Capacity (MT) 

***** 

***** 

***** 

***** 

Indexed 

100 

100 

119 

124 

Productlon(MT) 

***** 

***** 

***** 

***** 

Indexed 

100 

If9 

140 .. '. 

137 

Capacity utilization {%) 

***** 

***** 

***** 

****** 

Indexed 

100 

119 

118 

110 

Domestic Sales(MT) 

***** 

***** 

***** 

***** 

Indexed 

100 

116 

139 

134 

Export Sales(MT) 

***** 

***** 

***** 

***** 

Indexed 

100 

106 

120 

139 

Demand(MT) 

'***** 

***** 

***** 

***** 

Indexed 

100 

96 

131 

149 

Market share in Demand (%) 

44.7 

50.05 

47.19 

40.26 

Inventory(MT) 

***** 

***** 

***** 

***** 


99. The above data indicates that the dumped imports from the subject 
countries have increased by over 100% over the base year and the dumped 
imports constitute more than "95% of total imports of this product. The share of 
dumped imports in the total Imports of the subject goods has significantly 
increased from about 90% in the base year to 98% during the POI. The imports 
from other sources are negligible. 

/ 

c) Actual and potential effect on sales: 

100. The volume of domestic sales and effects of dumped imports on the 
domestic sales have been examined in terms of absolute sales of the domestic 
industry, demands and market shares 


MOR 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

POI 

Domestic sales 

***** 

***** 

***** 

****** 

Trend 

100 

116 

139 

134 

Sales of others 

570 

‘570 

748 


Trend 

100 


131 


Total Domestic sales 

***** 

***** 

***** 

.***** 

Trend 

100 

111 

136 

128 

Imports 

1106 

1001 

1354 


Trend 

100 

91 

122 

186 

Demand 

*j^*** 

***** 

***** 

***** 

Trend 


104 

131 

149 

Dumped Imports 

996 

943 

1284 

2017 

Trend 

100 

9.5 

129 

203 

Share of dumped imports in 

total imports 

90.04 

94.21 

94.83 

98.09 

Market shares in Demand 



.■ 


Domestic industry 

45% 

50% 

4t% 

HESIH 

Dumped imports 

33% 

30% 

32% 


Others 

22% 

20% 

21% 

15% 


101 As far as MOR is concerned there is a substantial increase in the demand 
in the domestic market and the sales of the domestic industry shows substantial 
increase in absolute volume terms. But the domestic industry has lost substantia! 
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market sha 
the base y( 
imports in t 

4.1.2 PX-- 

a) Impi 

re to the dumped imports which has more than doubled compared to 
jar while the demand has gone up by only 50%. The share of dumped 
he domestic demand has increased from 33% to 45%. 

13 

>rt Volumes 



Qty In MT i 






PX-13 


2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

POI 


EU 


939 

679 

2555 

2584 


Chinese Tail 

)ei 

131 

283 

495 

568 * 

Subject Coi 

intries/Territories 

1070 

962 

3050 

3152 

(EU + Chine 






Trend 


100 

90 

285 

295 

Total Import 

PX-13 

1418 

1106 

3456 

3396 

Trend 


100' 

78 

244 

239 

Share of dur 

fiped imports 

75% 

87% 

88% 

93% 


102. The 
the subject 
dumped im 
imports in t 
to 93% in 1 
prices or af 

b) ActL 

Utilization 

above data indicates that the dumped import of the subject good from 
countries have increased by almost 200% over the base year and 

Dorts. constitute almost 93% of the total imports. The share of dumped 
ie total imports has significantly increased from 75% in the base year 
he POI. The import from other sources is too small to influence the 
feet the market share of the domestic industry. 

al and potential effect on Capacity, Production, Capacity 


PX-13 


2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

POI 


Capacity (MT 


***** 

***** 

***** * 

***** 

Indexed ' 


100 

108 

177 

177 


Production (IV 

T) 

***** 

***** 

***** 

***** 


Indexed 


100 

112 

125 

155 

■ 


ation (%) 

***** 

***** 

***** 



Indexed 


100 

103 

70 

87 


Domestic Sah 


***** 

***** 

***** 

***** 


Indexed 


100 

103 


122 

- 

Export Sales 

;mt) 

***** 

***** 


***** 

Indexed 


100 

123 


198 

W 

RHSWBSiS 


***** 

***** 

*** ** 

***** 

f 


Indexed 


100 

91 

139 

138 


Market share 




30.87 

34.77 

103. The 
capacities ( 
demand du 
grown by i 
pattern and 

i 

data shows that the domestic industry has added substantial 
iuring the injury investigation period, in view of a healthy growth in 
ring this period. The production of the domestic industry has also 
ibout 55%. But the domestic sales do not show a similar growth 
has grown by only 22% over the base year. The capacity utilization 
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shows a significant decline after marginal increase in 2000-01 though there is a 
healthy demand In the market. 


c) Actual and potential effect on sales: 

104. The volume of domestic sales and effects of dumped imports on the 
domestic sales have been examined , in terms of absolute sales of the domestic 
industry, demands and market shares 


PX-13 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

POI 

Domestic sales 


***** 

***** 


Trend 

100 

103 

110 

122 

Sales of others 

1608 

1402 

1330 

1061 

Trend 

100 

87 

83 

66 

Total Domestic sales 


***** 

***** 

**t*^t 

Trend 

100 

96 

98 

97 

Imports 

1418 

1106 

3456 

3396 

Trend 

100 

78 

244 

239 

Demand 


***** 


* * * 

Trend 

100 

91 

139 

138 

Dumped Imports 

1070 

962 

‘ 3050 

3152 

Trend 

100 

90 

285 

295 

Market shares in Demanc 





Domestic Industry 

39% 


44% 

31% 

Dumped Imports 

22% 


21% 

44% 

others 

39% 


34% 

25% 


105 The above data in respect of PX-13 shows that while the demand for the 
product has increased by only 38% the dumped imports has increased by almost 
200% and the sales of domestic industry has increased by only 22%. The market 
share of the domestic industry has declined significantly by 8% while the market 
share of dumped imports has doubled in the injury period from 22% to 44%. 


4.1.3 TDQ 


a) Import Volumes 


Qty in MT 

—- -- 




TDQ 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

POI 

EU 

246 

75 

285 

538 

Chinese Taipei 

0 

0 

0 

117 

Subject Countries/Territories 
(EU + Chinese Taipei) 

246 

75 

285 

655 

Trend 

100 

30 

116 

266 

Total Imports TDQ 

281 

274 

450 

702 

Trend 

100 

98 

160 

250 

Share of dumped imports 

88% 

27% 

63% 

93% 


106. The above data indicates that total imports and dumped imports of the 
subject goods from the subject countries have increased substantially during the 
injury examination period. The growth in import volume from the subjec 
countries is significantly higher than the growth in total imports. It also shows that 
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quantum jump in dumped imports compared to the previous year. 
Tiports from the subject countries constitute about 93% of the total 
id the imports from other sources are too small to affect the prices or 
share of the dom,estic industry. 

ual and potential effect on Capacity, Production,, Capacity 


zation (%) 

Indexed 

Domestic Sj les (MT) 
Ind^fxed 


(MT) 

Indexed I 


a»Min-.ii[.wai 



In Demand (%) 




Indexed 


107. In r 
capacity^ (( 
demand. 1 
been belc 
utilization 
01, in spK€ 


4200 

4200 

6200 

7000 

100 

100 

148 

167 


***** 

***** 

***** 

100 

139 

172 

201 


***** 

***** 

***** 

100 

138 

Mi5 

120 


***** 

***** 

***** 

1 do 

117 

139 

146 

***** 

***** 

***** 

***** 

100 

140 

195 

250 

***** 

***** 

***** 

***** 

100 

111 

137 

150 

43.57 

"^.98 

44.12 

42.16 

***** 

***** 

***** 

***** 

100 

321 / 

340 

279 


aspect of this product also the domestic industry has added significant 
>7%) during the injury investigation period in view of healthy growth in 
he production has also doubled but the growth in domestic sales has 
w the growth in domestic demand for this product. The capacity 
also shows a declining trend after a significant improvement in 2000- 
of healthy demand in the market. 


C) Actual and potential effect on sales: 



TDQ 


Dome^lc 


Trend 


SaiSs ottie 


Trend | 

sales 

s _ 

Trend _^ 

Demand _~ 

Trend 

)orts 

Trend _ 

Market shares in Demand 
Domestic In Just ^ 


)orts _ 

Others I 


2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

POI 

***** 

***** 

***** 

***** 

100 

117 

139 

146 

1650 

1780 

2180 

2276. 

100 

108 , 

132 

138 

***** 

***** 

***** 

***** 

100 

112 

135 

142 

281 

274 

450 

702 

100 

98 

160 

250 

***** 

***** 

***** 

***** 

100 

111 

^ 138 

150 

246 

75 

285 

655 

100 

30 

116 

266 





44% 

46% 

44% 

42% 

7% 

2% 

6% 

13% 

49% 

52% 

50% 

45% 


108. As far as TDQ is concerned it is seen that the imports increased over the 
period in sbsolute terms by 150% whereas the dumped imports increased by 
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166%, the sales of the domestic industry increased only by 46%. The market 
share of the domestic industry has dropped by 2% whereas the share of dumped 
imports increased by 6%. 

109. The Authority has examined the arguments of the interested parties that 
the growth in market demand as reflected in the statistics of the rubber 
consumption in India as per the India Rubber Board shows a lower growth in 
demand compared to the demand of individual products reflected in the 
disclosure statements. The Authority notes that while the Rubber Board statistics 
shows the growth in demand of rubber on annual basis, the growth in sales 
volume of the domestic industry, in respect of individual Rubber Chemicals have 
been shown with reference to the base year of 2000-01. 

H.4.2 Price effect of dumped imports 

110. With regard to the effect of the dumped imports on prices, the Designated 
Authority is required to consider whether there has been a significant price 
undercutting by the dumped imports as compared to the price of the like product 
in India, or whether the effect of such imports is otherwise to depress prices to a 
significant degree or prevent price increases, which otherwise would have 
occurred, to a significant degree. 

111. With regard to the effect of the dumped imports on prices, the Authority is 
required to consider whether there has been a significant price undercutting by 
the dumped imports as compared with the price of the like product in India, or 
whether the effect of such imports is otherwise to depress prices to a significant 
degree or prevent price increases, which otherwise would have occurred, to a 
significant degree. In this connection the Authority has determined net sales 
realization of the domestic industry considering selling price, excluding taxes & 
duties, rebates, discounts & commissions and freight & transportation. Landed 
price of imports has been determined considering weighted average GIF import 
price, with 1% landing charges and applicable basic customs duty. Accordingly, 
the price effects of the dumped imports on Individual products have been 
analysed as follows: 

H.4.2.1 MOR 

112. The Authority finds that the GIF import prices from the subject countries 
have been as under:- 

a) Decline in import Prices 


Landed Price Rs Per KG 

MOR 

2000-01 

2001-02 1 

_1 

2002-03 

POI 

EU 

215.5 

193.82 

160.89 

152.61 
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US 

China 

Subject Countries 


198.7 

193.33 

231.8 

172.82 

214.25 

193.72 

157.14 

142.07 

_^_ 

i to base year) Landed Price 

- 

10 

- 

3 

- 

25 

- 

10 


EU 


US 


China 


Subject Countries 


113. The above data shows a steady decline in the CIF as well as landed value 
of Impoits «of the subject goods from the dumped sources over the injury 
investigstion period and decline in the POI is significant and material. 


153.19 

143.89 

163.47 

146.77 

160.41 

151.18 

122.17 

119.74 


25 

29 

23 

28 

29 

37 

25 

29 


Pjice undercutting and underselling effects 



Realisation of Dl 
NIP 

Landed Pice EU 
Undercutt ng EU 
Underselling EU 
Landed P ice- US 


Undercutt ng- US 

Underselli ng - US 
Landed Pi i^ce- China 


Undercutt (ng-China 
Underselli ig-China ^ 
MOR-Sub ject Countries 
Landed Pr^e 


Undercuttijig 

Tjnderselii|ig 


2000-01 


215.5 

***** 


231.8 


214.25 


2001-022002-03 


Rs Per KG 


193.82 

***** 

T93.33 


172.82 


193.72 


160.89 

***** 

"153.19 


163.47 


160.41 


152.61 
10 to 20% 
10 TO 20% 
143.89 

15 TO 25% 

20 TO 30% 
146.77 

15 TO 25% 
15 TO 25% 

151.18 
To TO 20 % 

15 to 25% 


114. Th^ 
MOR indi 
domestic 
also signi 
noticed th 
was nega 
countries. 


9 above data indicates that the landed value of the dumped imports of 
vidually from the subject countries and also cumulatively undercut the 
prices significantly. The landed values from the subject countries are 
tently below the non-injurious price of the domestic industry. It is also 
lat due to decline in the landed values, the price undercutting, which 
live in the previous years, has become positive in respect of most of the 
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c) Price Suppression and Depression effects of dumped imports 

115. To examine the price suppression effect of the dumped imports on the 
domestic prices the trend of net sale realization of the domestic, industry has 
been compared with the cost of production. The data indicates that though there 
is a marginal decline in the cost of production of the subject goods during the 
injury investigation period, the fall in sales realization has been significantly 
higher than the decline in cost of production. It therefore, appears that the price 
effect of the dumped imports have forced the domestic industry to keep its prices 
lower in order to retain its market share indicating price depression effect. 


MOR 

2000-01 

2001 r02 

2002-03 

POI 

Decline in net sales realization (%)over 
base year 


5.88 

16.64 

14.64 

Decline in Cost of production % 


3.43 ^ 

6.55 ^ 

5.46 


H.4.2.2 PX-13 


a) Decline in import Prices 


Landed Price Rs Per KG 

PX-13 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

POI 

EU 

204.8 

199.51 

152.86 

134.72 

Chinese Taipei 

213.3 

190.2 

155.5 

135.09 

Subject Countries 

205.84 

196.78 

153.29 

134.79 

CIF Price subject 

Countries 

150.96 ^ 

144.32 

116.75 

106.76 

% decline (with reference to base year) Landed Price 

EU 

- 

3 

25 

34 

Chinese Taipei 

- 

11 

27 

37 

Subject Countries 

- 

4 

26 

35 


116. The above data shows a steady decline in the GIF as well as landed value 
of imports of the subject goods from the dumped sources over the injury 
investigation period and decline in the POI is significant and material. 


b) Price undercutting and underselling effects 


Rs Per KG 


PX-i5 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

POI 

Net Sales Realisation of Di 


***** 

***** 

***** 

NIP 

***** 

***** 

***** 

***** 

Landed Price-EU 

204.8 

199.51 

152.86 

134.72 

Undercutting-EU 

***** 

***** 

***** 

Oto 10% 

Underselling-EU 




30 to 40% 








Landed Pri ce- Chinese Taipei 
Undercuttijrg- Chinese Taipei 
Undersellirg- Chinese Taipei 
Landed Pri :;e- Subject Countries 
Undercuttif ^- Subject Countries 


Underselli 


213.3 


205.84 

***** 


U 


190.2 

155.5 

135.09 

***** 

***** 

OtO 10% 



30 to 40% 

196.78 

153.29 

134.79 

***** 

***** 

^OtO 10% 



30 to'40% 


117. Th( 
countries 
undercutti 
the price ; 
domestic 
reflect the 


I above data indicates that the dumped imports from the subject 
have been undercutting the domestic prices. But the level of 
ig is low. However, the undercutting is also to be examined alongwith 
>uppresslon and depression effects of the dumped Imports. Since the 
Drices are depressed the undercutting analysis does not appear to 
correct picture of the domestic industry. 


c) Price Suppression and Depression effects of dumped imports 


sales Realization (Rs./kQ.) 

PX-13 

Decline ov| er base year (%) 

Cost of production (%) 


■tHaiffiaffi 


2001-02 

2002-03 

( POI 


***** 

r----—I 

***** 

r ***** 

17.72 

r 40.43 

^56.64 


9^40 I 

4.24 I 

8.21 


118. The trend analysis of cost of production and sales realization of the 
domestic industry shows that whereas the cost of production has declined only 
by 8% the sales realization has fallen by almost 56% Indicating price depression 
effect of thi5 dumped imports. 

H.4.2.3 TDQ 

a) Dec ine in import Prices 

Landed Prii^e Rs Per KG ---] 

1 value I 2000-01 f ^nni-n^ T "oTwTTva I n/^i 




Chinese Taifbei 
Subject Cou itries 



2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

POI 

88.38 

83.75 

85.79 

80 


- 

- 

75.52 

88.38 

83.75 

85.79 

79.2 

64.82 

61.42 

65.34 

62.73 


nth reference to b ase year) Landed Price 

T [5 

Chinese Taidei - ~ 


Subject Cour)tries 


119. The ^utho^ity notes that the GIF price and Landed price of each of the 
subject rubtier chemical declined over the injury period. 
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b) Price undercutting and underselling effects 

120. The data in respect of PX-13 also shows a similar trend as can be seen 
from the table below. The price undercutting of the landed prices have become 
positive only during the POl or in the previous year due to significant decline in 
the GIF prices and landed value of dumped imports. 

Rs Per KG 


TDQ 

2000-01 

2001-02 . 

2002-03 

POl 

Net Sales Realisation 

itificitit 


***** 

***** 

NIP 


***** 

***** 

***** 

Landed Price-EU 

88.38 

83.75 

85.79 

80 

Undercutting-EU 


***** 

***** 

Oto 10% 

Underselling-EU 




5 to 15% 

Landed Price- Chinese Taipei 

- 

- 

- 

75.52 

Undercutting- Chinese Taipei 

- 

- 

- 

Oto 10% 

Underselling- Chinese Taipei 




10 to 

20% 

Landed Price- Subject Countries 

88.38 

83.75 

85.79 

79.2 

Undercutting-Subject Countries 


***** 

***** 

Oto 10% 

Underselling Subject Countries 




5 to 15% 


121. The above data indicates that the dumped imports from the subject 
countries have been undercutting the domestic prices. The above data anyzed 
alongwith the price depression effect indicates significant undercutting and 
underselling effects of the dumped imports. 


c) Price Suppression and Depression effects of dumped imports 



2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

POl 

Net sales realization (Rs./ko.) 

TDQ 

***** 

***** 

***** 

***** 

Decline over base year {%) 


3.64 

8.7 

7.94 

Derline in Cost of oroduction (%) 



11.09 15.28 

2.98 


122. The above data shows that the decline in sales realization is significantly 
higher than the decline in cost of production indicating price depression effect of 
the dumped imports on domestic prices as the domestic industry is trying to 
retain its market share by lowering its prices to match import prices. 

H.4.3 Examination of other injury factors 

123. After examining some of the injury factors i.e. Capacity, Production, 
Capacity Utilization; actual and potential decline in sales and market share; 
actual and potential increase in volume of imports etc. in the previous section, 
the Authority has examined the other mandatory injury parameters as follows: 
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Capacity, Production and capacity utilization 


[PartI—Sfc:. it 


124. Ab noted in the previous section domestic industry has increased its 
in respect of the individual products through de-bottlenecking of the 
capacities and by addition of additional equipments. The increase in 

IS line with the inaease in demand and also improvement in its 
^ efficiency and cost of production. The production and sales of the 

domestic industry in each of the rubber chemicals has also increased But as 
mentioned earlier the increase in sales is much less compared to the production 

and the capacity utilization shows significant decline in spite of a healthy qrowth 
in demar d. ® 

b) Actual and Potential effects of profits and profitability. 

125. Profits earned by the domestic industry from the sales of the subject 
the domestic market were as follows:- 

--- Rs per Ka 

__2000-01 [ 2001-02 2002-03 TPOI I 


Profit/Los 


TDQ 


Cost of S 


Net Sellln 




lies _ 

3 Price(NSR] 


les _ 

I Price(NSR) 


es_ 

Prlce(NSR) 


96.57 

94.12 

72.92 

~ 90.60 
90.88 
94.44 

88.91 

95.96 

21266.67 


99.29 

83.36 

-54.70 

101.29 

79.20 

-119.55 

100.63 

90.34 

-30800.00 


103.87 

85.36 

-75.08 

~ 99,44 

70.86 
-186.32 

~ 106.47 
91.19 
-45800.00 


shows that in respect of all the three products the profitability of 
the domestic industry has declined significantly and the domestic industry has 
moved to a situation of financial losses from a situation of profits in spite of higher 
production and sales volumes achieved by the domestic industry over this period. 

c) Employment 

127. Number of employees in each subject rubber chemical has been 
examined to analyse the productivity of the domestic industry durinq the 
investigation period. 



>yee 

2000-01 

2001-02 

MOR 


100 

100 

PX-13 

xnn 


r 100 

H Art 

93.33333 



Per Employee 


2002-03 

92.86 

80.00 

154.55 


Indexec 

■poi ^ 
85.71 
73.33 
163.64 



















[ I—1 ]^^R<T ^ 


MOR 

100 

118.6698 

150.36 

159.75 

PX-13 

Qomiiiiiii^ 

120.4247 

155.79 

211.08 

TDQ 

100 

139.3056 

111.36 

122.54 


128. The above data shows that the productivity of the domestic industry has 
improved in terms of its labour productivity. 

d) Wages 

129. Wages paid by the company and incidence of wage per unit of production 
has been as under- 



2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 POI 

Wages Per KG (Indexed) 

MOR 

100 

99.43 

80.74 

88.10 

PX-13 

100 

95.90 

86.15 

71.79 

TDQ 

100 

91.61 

111.19 

112.59 


ISO. It is seen that overall wages per kg have reduced due to higher labour 
productivity and higher production. 

e) Return on Investment 


131. ROI has been calculated by considering capital employed in each rubber 
chemical and profit before interest, which shows as under:- 


MOR (Indexed) 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

POI 

Profit on Domestic Sales 

Rs. Lacs 100 

84.72 

-75.80 

-100.78 

Cash Profit on domestic sale 

Rs. Lacs 100 

88.68 

-46.70 

-66.15 

Capital Employed for Domestic 
Sale 

Rs. Lacs 100 

106.61 

106.42 

101.51 

Profit on Capital Employed 


79.50 

-71.25 

-99.31 

Return on Capital Employed 

% 100 

82.00 

-21.07 

-39.20 

PX-13 






Profit on Domestic Sales 

Rs. Lacs 

100 

96.78 

-131.50 

-227.91 

Cash Profit on domestic sale 

Rs. Lacs 

100 

97.26 

-77.00 

-152.48 

Capital Employed for Domestic 
Sale 

Rs. Lacs 

100 

92.78 

103.68 

92.76 

Profit on Capital Employed 

% 

100 

108.33 

-133.33 

-258.33 

Return on Capital Employed 

% 

100 

100.00 

-66.67 

-144.44 

TDQ 






Profit on Domestic Sales 

Rs. Lacs 

100 

24780.00 

42628.89 

66226.67 

Cash Profit on domestic sale 

Rs. Lacs 

100 


-382.96 

-650.28 

Capital Employed for Domestic 
Sale 


100 


110.36 

103.83 

Profit on Capital Employed 

% 

100 

29300.00 

43075.00 

71125.00 

Return on Capital Employed 

% 

100 

304.48 

-189.33 

-367.47 
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camination of the profitability of the products under consideration 
that the return on Investment in the domestic operation in respect of all 
! products have become negative from a position of positive returns in 
year. 


ventories 
Inventory (MT) 

"moS 

13 


Indexed 


2000-01 

100 

100 

100 


2001-02 

166.10 

42.25 

321.35 


2002-03 

206.78 

59.15 

340.45 


194.92 

84.51 

279.78 


ithority finds that the inventory of the domestic industry has increased 
ally for MOR and TDQ whereas there is a drop in inventory in case of 
However, the Authority notes that domestic industry has significant 
f the products under consideration. Inventory levels of the product under 
atlon are therefore not reflective of any consistent pattern and have been 
d by the pattern of export shipments and volumes. 

ish Flow 

jsh profits of the domestic industry over the injury period have been as 


I nde}ted 2000-01 


Cash [profits from domestic sales (Rs. Lacs) 


MOR[ I 100 


100 


TDQ [ I 100 


2001^02 I 2002-03 


88.68 


97.26 


381.62 


-46.70 


-77.00 


-382.96 


-66.15 


-152.48 


-650.28 



s seen that the cash profits of the domestic industry has deteriorated 
period. This deterioration in cash profits was directly attributable to 
I the selling prices in response to landed price of imports. 

oductivity 

noted earlier the productivity of each of the subject rubber chemicals 
ased, as may be seen from the table below. 


2000-01 


2001-02 


2002-03 


OR 


PX-13 


TDQ 





100 

118.67 

100 

120.42 

100 

139.31 



137. However, the Improvement in productivity has not translated into 
profitability for the domestic industry. It is found that even when productivity of 
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the domestic industry significantly Improved, which helped In reduction in unit 
cost of production, profits of the domestic industry significantly declined from a 
situation of profits to losses due to decline in selling prices, 

i) Growth 

138. Even though growth of the domestic industry in terms of parameters, such 
as capacity, production, sales, and productivity was positive, the same was 
negative in terms of market share, profits, cash flow, and return on investments. 

j) Ability to raise fresh Investment 

139. The Authority notes that the domestic industry has made fresh 
investments In each of the subject goods, In the Injury pdriod more as an 
indicator of past profitability and future expectations of demand and market 
share. However, it is found that the financial performance of the domestic 
industry is significantly eroding, which may have adverse impact on Its future 
ability to raise fresh Investments. 

Overall assessment 

140. The above analysis of the factors that may indicate existence of material 
injury to the domestic Industry shows that in respect of each of the products 
involved, in spite of the improvement in capacity, production, and sales in 
absolute terms, and reduction in its cost of production, improvement in 

Ml IMII IM t MM MMMMI Im 4 I iMl 1A 11 M 
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there is a healthy demand for the products in the domestic markets, low net sales 
realization, higher inventory built up, negative or low return on investments and 
profits. The Injury suffered in respect of the individual products is material and 
significant. Therefore, the arguments of the interested parties that the petitioner 
domestic industry does not suffer any material injury are not valid. 

H.5 Causal link and other factors analysis 


141. The irueiesieu parlies have argued that Ihe injury caused to tlie doniestic 
industry is on account of its petrochemical unit and has nothing to do with the 
dumped imports. In this connection they have argued that petrochemical division 
being a sick unit the overall financial situation of the company has been affected. 
However, the Authority notes that the petrochemical unit is already In the process 
of de-merger and the injury analysis as above has been carried out only for the 
rubber chemical division and In respect of the specific rubber chemicals named in 
this investigation. 


142. Having examined the existence of material injury and volume and price 
effects of dumped imports on the prices of the domestic in terms of its price 
undercutting, price underselling and price suppression, and depression effects 
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a) 


b) 


c) 

d) 
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the Authbrity has also examined whether other indicative parameters listed in 
Article 3,5 of the Agreement could have contributed to injury to the domestic 
industry. Therefore, the following parameters have been examined: 

H.5.1 MOR 


Imports from Third Countries: - Imports of MOR from countries not 
under Investigation are either insignificant or at prices higher than the 
Dort prices from the subject countries and therefore, do not affect the 


im 

prjces in the domestic Industry; 

It has been argued that the Authority has not adequately examined the 
Imports from other sources. In this connection the Authority notes that the 
VO ume effect analysis clearly shows that the share of Imports from the 
suDject countries is 98% of total imports in respect of the subject goods. 
Therefore, the volume and price of imports from other sources do not have 
any significant effect on the domestic industry. 


Cb 


in 

Tt 

in 


ntraction in Demand: - Demand for the subject goods (MOR) have 
4reased substantially by 49% during the injury examination period, 
refore, possible contraction in demand cannot be attributed to the 
to the domestic industry. 


Trie 


ijury 


Pattern of consumption: - No significant change in the pattern of 
** isumptlon has been alleged by any interested party. 


CO 


Ccinditions of competition: - The goods are freely importable. The 
petitioner is the major producer of the subject goods as the other viable 
producers have either stopped significant production or turned traders of 
tho subject goods. Therefore, domestic competition could not be attributed 
to the injury to the domestic industry. No other evidence of conditions of 
coTipetition or trade restrictive practices has been brought to the 
knowledge of the Authority. 

Developments In technology; - There is no allegation of significant 
ch anges in technology, which could have caused injury to the domestic 
inc ustry. The exporter have claimed substantial cost advantage due to in 
situ availability of certain raw materials or different production process 
which could have a bearing on their own cost of production and Normal 
Values. However, no cost disadvantage to the domestic industry due to 
tec hnological difference has been claimed. 


f) Export performance of the domestic industry:- 


Indexed 


Exports 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

POl 

MOR 

100 

105.67 

120.57 

139.01 
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The export sale of the domestic industry is substantial and shows 
significant growth. But the profitability from the export has been negative. 
However, for the injury analysis the price and profitability in the domestic 
and export markets have been segregated. And injury if any caused due 
to the company’s export performance has not been attributed to the 
dumped imports. 

g) Productivity: - Productivity of the domestic industry has improved in 
terms of total output and productivity per employee. Therefore, this cannot 
be attributed to the injury of the domestic industry. 

H.5.2 PX-13 

a) Imports from Third Countries: - Imports of PX-13_from countries not 
under investigation are either insignificant or at prices higher than the 
import prices from the subject countries and therefore, do not affect the 
prices in the domestic industry. It has been argued that the Authority has 
not adequately examined the imports from other sources. In this 
connection the Authority notes that the volume effect analysis clearly 
shows that the share of imports from the subject countries is 93% of total 
imports in respect of the subject goods. Therefore, the volume and price of 
imports from other sources do not have any significant effect on the 
domestic industry. 

b) Contraction in Demand: - Demand for the subject goods (PX~13) have 
increased substantially by 38% during the injury examination period. 
Therefore, possible contraction in demand cannot be attributed to the 
injury to the domestic industry. 

c) Pattern of consumption: - No significant change in the pattern of 
consumption has been alleged by any interested party. 

d) Conditions of competition: - The goods are freely importable. The 
petitioner is the major producer of the subject goods as the other viable 
producers have either stopped significant production or turned traders of 
the subject goods. Therefore, domestic competition could not be attributed 
to the injury to the domestic industry. No other evidence of conditions of 
competition or trade restrictive practices has been brought to the 
knowledge of the Authority, 

e) Developments in technology: - There is no allegation of significant 
changes in technology, which could have caused injury to the domestic 
industry. The exporter have claimed substantial cost advantage due to in 
situ availability of certain raw materials or different production process 
which could have a bearing on their own cost of production and Normal 


2435 01/05—14 



THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; EXTRAORDINARY 


IPakt I— Sec. 1] 


Values. However, no cost disadvantage to the domestic industry due to 
technological difference has been claimed. 

f) Export performance of the domestic industry:- 

Indexed 


Exports 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

POI 

PX-13 

100 

123.35 

131.89 

198.06 


T le export sale of the domestic industry is substantial and shows 
s gnificant growth. But the profitability from the export has been negative. 

However, for the injury analysis the price and profitability in the domestic 
aid export markets have been segregated. And injury if any caused due 
to the company's export performance has not been attributed to the 
djmped imports. 

g) Productivity: - Productivity of the domestic industry has improved in 
teirms of total output and productivity per employee. Therefore, this cannot 
be attributed to the injury of the domestic industry. 

H.5.3 TDQ 

a) Imports from Third Countries: - Imports of TDQ_from countries not 
under investigation are either insignificant or at prices higher than the 
import prices from the subject countries and therefore, do not affect the 
prices in the domestic industry. It has been argued that the Authority has 
not adequately examined the imports from other sources. In this 
connection the Authority notes that the volume effect analysis clearly 
Slows that the share of imports from the subject countries is 93% of total 
imports in respect of the subject goods. Therefore, the volume and price of 
imports from other sources do not have any significant effect on the 
domestic industry. 

b) C:ontraction in Demand: - Demand for the subject goods (PX-13) have • 

increased substantially by 50% during the injury examination period. 

Therefore, possible contraction in demand cannot be attributed to the ^ 

injury to the domestic industry. 

c) Pattern of consumption: - No significant change in the pattern of 
consumption has been alleged by any interested party. 

d) C^onditions of competition; - The goods are freely importable. The 
petitioner is the major producer of the subject goods as the other viable 
producers have either stopped significant production or turned traders of 
the subject goods. Therefore, domestic competition could not be attributed 
to the injury to the domestic industry. No other evidence of conditions of 
competition or trade restrictive practices has been brought to the 
knowledge of the Authority. 




e) Developments in technology: - There is no allegation of significant 
changes in technology, which could have caused injury to the domestic 
industry. The exporter have claimed substantial cost advantage due to in 
situ availability of certain raw materials or different production process 
which could have a bearing on their own cost of production and Normal 
Values. However, no cost disadvantage to the domestic industry due to 
technological difference has been claimed. 

f) Export performance of the domestic industry:- 

Indexed 


Exports 

2000-01 

2001-02'^ 

2002-03 

POl 

TDQ 

100 

139.59 

195.27 

250.52 


The export sale of the domestic industry is substantial and shows 
significant growth. But the profitability from the export has been negative. 
However, for the injury analysis the price and profitability in the domestic 
and export markets have been segregated. And injury if any caused due 
to the company’s export performance has not been attributed to the 
dumped imports. 

g) Productivity: - Productivity of the domestic industry has improved in 
terms of total output and productivity per employee. Therefore, this cannot 
be attributed to the injury of the domestic industry. 

143. It has bc:r..: :■ by the interested parties that the Authority should not 

base its injury ^ on solely in terms of loss of market share, low capacity 
utilization ana ; . . .^ility, regardless of certain positive factors and 
notwithstandinr' th'O tact that the petitioner has been registered as a sick 
industrial company under BIFR and the injury, if any, is self inflicted. As far as 
BIFR and self inflicted injury is concerned, the Authority notes that the Company 
was registered by the BIFR as a sick unit because of consistent erosion of its net 
worth on account of losses in its petrochemicals business and ultimately, the 
petrochemicals business was hived off. The Rubber Chemical Unit as a whole is 
in the recovery path as has been quoted by the interested parties from the 
Company’s Annual Reports. In spite of improved performance of the company, 
the products under consideration have suffered material injury as indicated in the 
foregoing examination of mandatory injury parameters, due to dumped imports 
from the subject countries/territories. The injury analysis has separated the 
effects of carry over of losses and expenses if any on account of the de~merged 
unit from the injury caused to the products involved in its Non-injurious price 
determination. 

144 . The non-attribution aniysis as above shows that no other factor other than 
the dumped imports has affected the domestic industry 
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tors establishing causal link 

lysis of the performance of the domestic industry over the injury period 
the performance of the domestic industry has materially deteriorated 
mped imports from subject countries. Therefore, the causal links 
jmped imports and the injury to the domestic industry is established 
wing grounds: 

dumped import prices and consequently the landed price of imports 
the subject countries steeply declined, resulting in significant price 
BTcutting. As a direct consequence, the domestic industry was forced 
iduce the prices. 

uction in the selling prices by the domestic industry adversely affected 
profits, cash flow and return on investments of the company. 

1 though the domestic industry responded to decline in import prices, 
ficant positive price undercutting resulted in increase in market share 
iports from the subject countries. As a direct consequence, market 
e of the domestic industry declined. 

:ence of significant price undercutting and consequent decline in 
;et share of the domestic industry resulted in capacity utilization not 
hing the earlier levels. Domestic industry could not increase sales and 
equently production and capacity utilization in spite of increase in 
and. 

■^\te of increase in demand and reduction in selling prices by the 
astic industry, market share of the domestic industry declined due to 
ficant reduction in landed price of imports. This retarded the growth of 
lomestic industry, 

efore, the Authority concludes that the domestic industry suffers 
jry and the injury has been caused by the dumped imports from the 
ntnes/terntories. 

nitude of Injury and injury margin 

non-injurious price determined by the Authority has been compared 
ided vaiue of the exports for determination of injury margin. For the 
this determination the landed values have been worked out after 
landing charges and the basic customs duty to the weighted average 
f the exports for the respective exporters from the subject countries/ 
Accordingly, the injury margins proposed to be adopted are as 
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Product ! 

Country/ 

Territory 

Exporter ! 

1 

i 

i 

Landed 

Value 

NIP 

Injury 

Margin 

m% 




US$/KG 

US$/KG 

US$/KG 


~PX-{Z 

EU 

Flexsys NV 

***** 

***** 

***** 

15 to 25% 

P - 

EU 

Lanxess, GmbH 

***** 

***** 

***** 

25 to 30% 


EU 

All Others 

***** 

***** 

***** 

25 to 30% 

—.. 

i 

Chinese 

Taipei 

Ail Exporters 

***** 

***** 

***** 

25 to 30% 

i”MOR 

f'EU-' 

Lanxess. NV 

' 

***** 

***** 

***** 

5 to 15% 


EU 

Ali others 

***** 

***** 

***** 

10 to 20% 

! 

USA 

All Exporters 

***** 

***** 

***** 

15 to 25% 

r~ 

China 

All Exporters 

***** 

***** 

***** 

10 to 20% 

—1 
o 

EU 

General Quimica 
SA 

***** 

***** 

***** 

20 to 30% 


EU 

All other Exporters 

***** 

***** 

***** 

20 to 30% 

j 

Chinese 

Taipei 

All Exporters 

1 

_ 

***** 

***** 

***** 

15 to 25% 


J. Conclusions 


148. After examining the issues raised and submissions made by the interested 
parties and facts made available before the Authority as recorded in this finding 
the authority concludes that; 

i) The subject goods have entered the Indian market from the subject 
countries/territories at prices less than their normal values in the 
domestic markets of the exporting countries/territories; 

ii) The domestic industry has suffered material injury; 

ill) And the injury has been caused to the domestic industry both by 

volume and price effect of dumped imports of the subject goods 
originating in or exported from the subject countries/territories. 

K. Indian industry’s interest & other issues 

149. The Authority notes that the purpose of anti-dumping duties, in general, is 
to eliminate injury caused to the Domestic Industry by the unfair trade practices 
of dumping so as to re-establish a situation of open and fair competition in the 
Indian market, which is in the general interest of the country. Imposition of anti¬ 
dumping measures would not restrict imports from the subject country in any 
way, and. therefore, would not affect the availability of the products to the 
consumers. 
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commendations 


Nk) I—Si'-. 11 


he 


150. T 
and causl 
the Rules 
subject 
materia! 
definitive 
caused 
impositiofi 
below. 


Authority initiated and conducted the investigation into dumping, injury 
links between dumping and injury to the domestic industry in terms of 
laid down and having established positive dumping margin against the 
dountries, and having concluded that the domestic industry suffers 
jnjury due to such dumped imports, the Authority is of the opinion that 
measure is required to be imposed to offset dumping and injury being 
to the domestic industry. Accordingly, the Authority recommends 
of definitive antidumping duty in the form and manner prescribed 


151. Having regard to the lesser duty rule followed by the authority, the 
Authority recommends imposition of definitive anti-dumping duty equal to the 
lesser of margin of dumping and margin of injury, so as to remove the injury to 
the domestic industry. Accordingly, antidumping duty equal to the amount 
indicated in Col 9 of the duty table annexed herewith is recommended to be 
imposed oy the Central Government, on all imports of subject goods originating 
in or exported from the subject countries/territories. 


Duty Table 


El 

Sub 
Headin 
g or 
Tariff 
Item 

1 

2 scrj 

tion 

of 

oods 

Specification 

# 

Country 

of 

origin 

Countr 
y of 
Export 

Produ 

cer 

Expo 

rter 

Duty 

Amou 

nt 

Unit 

of 

Meas 

ure 

Curre 

ncy 


(2) 


(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) . 

(7) 

(8) 

(9) 


.. 

j 

i 

j 

PX-13 

1" 

381212, 

381220, 

381230, 

293420, 

292519, 

292520 

F 

C 

iubber 

lemicai 

=>X-13 

Anti-degradants 
-[N-1,3-dimethyi 
butyi-N’Phenyl 
paraphenyienedi 
amine (6 PPD)] 

European 

Union 

European 

Union 

M/s 

Flexsys 

NV, 

Belgium 

Any 

562 

MT 

US$ 

2 

-Do- 


-Do- 

-Do- 

European 

Union 

European 

Union 

M/s 

Lanxess 

GmbH, 

Germany 

Any 

816 

MT 

us$ 


-Do- 


-Do- 

-Do- 

European 

Union 

European 

Union 

Any other 
than 
above 

Any 

840 

MT 

us$ 

4 

-Do- 

1 

-Do- 

-Do- 

European 

Union 

Any 

Any other 
than 
above 

Any 

840 

MT 

us$ 

5 

-Do- 


-Do- 

-Do- 

Any 

European 

Union 

Any 

Any 

840 

MT 

_ ^ 

us$ 

6 

-Do- 


-Do- 

-Do- 

Chinese 

Taipei 

Chinese 

Taipei 

Any 

Any 

740 

MT 

us$ 

7 

-Do- 


-Do- 

-Do- 

Chinese 

Any 

Any 

Any 

740 

_MT 

_us$_ 
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qrn 1— 


r.] 


! 


Taipei 

Excluding 

European 

Union 






8 ^ 

i 

-Do- ! 

i 

-Do- 

-Do- 

A^ny 

Excluding 

European 

Union 

Chinese 

Taipei 

Any 

Any 

740 

MT 

US$ 

MOR 

9 

-Do- 

Rubber 

Chemical 

MOR 

Accelerators - N- 
oxycliethylene-2- 
benzothiazole 
sulphenamide 
[2- 

Morphoolinothio 

benothiazole 

(MBS)] 

European 

Union 

European 

Union 

M/s 

Lanxess 

NV, 

Belgium 

Any 

350 

MT 

US$ 

1 

1 

1 

-Do- 

-Do- 

-Do- 

European 

Union 

European 

Union 

Any other 
than 
above 

Any 

490 

MT 

US$ 

“ll” 

-Do- 

-Do- 

-Do- 

European 

Union 

Any 

excluding 

USA 

Any other 
than 
above 

Any 

490 

MT 

US$ 

• 12 

-Do- 

-Do- 

-Do- 

Any 

excluding 

USA 

European 

Union 

Any 

Any 

490 



13 

-Do- 

-Do- 

-Do- 

USA 

USA 

Any 

Any 

510 

MT 

US$ 

14 

-Do- 

-Do- 

-Do- 

Any 

USA 

Any 

Any 

510 

MT 


1£p 

-Do- 

-Do- 

-Do- 


Any 


Any 

510 

MT 


16 

-Do- 

-Do- 

-Do- 

China 

China 

Any 

Any 


MT 

US$ 

■ Y7‘ 

Do- 

-Do- 

-Do- 

China 

Any 

excluding 

EU 

& USA) 

Any 

Any 

450 

MT 

us$ 

18’ 

1 

-Do- 

-Do- 

-Do- 

Any 

excluding 
EU & USA 

China 

Any 

Any 

450 

MT 

us$ 





TDQ 






19 " 

j 

-Do- 

Rubber 

Chemical 

TDQ 

Anti-oxidants- 
- Polymerised 
2,2, 4- 

Tri methyl-1,2 
di- 

hydroquinoiine 

European 

Union 

European 

Union 

M/s 

General 
Qumica 
SA, Spain 

Any 

282 

MT 

us$ 

1 20 

-Do- 

-Do- 

-Do- 

European 

Union 

European 

Union 

Any other 

than 

above 

Any 

327 

MT 

us$ 

2'i 

1 

1 ..Do- 

-Do- 

i -Do- 

European 

Union 

Any 

Any other 

than 

above 

Any 

327 

MT 

us$ 














M. Further Procedures 

152. An appeal against the orders of the Centra! Government that may arise 
out of this recommendation shall lie before the Customs, Excise and Service tax 
Appellate Tribunal In accordance with the relevant provisions of the Act. 

153. Tfie Authority may review the need for continuation, modification or 
termination of the definitive measure as recommended herein from time to time 
as per the relevant provisions of the Act and public notices issued in this respect 
from tim(3 to time. No request for such a review shall be entertained by the 
Authority unless the same Is filed by an interested party, as per the time schedule 
stipulated for this purpose. 
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